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Helms Orde}'

Watergate Data Reported|

t6 Withhold |

Former Subordinate

House Panel That Justice Department
Was Denieqf Access to Key Witness

in C.I.A. Alse Told|

“. . BySEYMOUR M. HERSH

Spectal to The New Yor' Times oo
relationship with Mr. Hunt in

< WASHINGTON, Feb. 1 —
Richard Helms, while Director
9% Central Intelligence, ordered
a high official of the agency to:
withhold Watergate informa-|
tion and deny Justice Depart-
ment access to a key witness in
the first six weeks after the
break-in on June 17, 1972, ac-
gording to previously unpub-
‘tished testimony. :

The official, Howard. J. Os-
borne, who was director of se-
curity for the C.LA. before he
zetired in late 1973, told a
House Intelligence subcommit-
tee in May, 1973, that Mr.
Helms decided that a series of,
letters sent to the agency byl
James W, McCord Jr., a mem-i
ber of the team that broke into!
Democratic party headquarters
at the  Watergate complex,
should not be forwarded to the
Justice Department. i

‘Hunt’s Role |

Mr. Helms made his decision;
at a time when the agency was!
under subpoena from the Jus-|
‘ice Department to forward “all
communications™ ‘elated to
Watergate. ' -

The McCord letters, sent be-:
tween July 29, 1972, and early
January, ‘1973, warned the
agency that officials of the
Committee for the Re-Election
of the President were planning
to contend that the break-in
was a C.1.A. operation. :

In one of the letters, Mr. Mc-!
Cord said, “I have the evidence
of the involvement of [former
Attorney General John NJ]
Mitchell and others sufficient
to convince a jury, the Congress
and the press.”

Mr. Osborne also said that
Mr. Helms had instructed him
not to inquire into the agency’s
involvement with E. Howard
Hunt Jr,, . another Watergate
participant. .

Mr. Helms further directed,
Mr, Osborne said, that the Fed-
eral” Bureau . of Investigation
ot be permitted.t0” interview
'Karl Wagner, a C.I.A:employe,’
who had knowledge that John

. Ehrlichman, then the chig_f;
‘White House adviser on domes-

tic affairs, had authorizedApprowéd¢or Release ZdOO1 QBIOSQfMAFRDmZé Rb@w

agency to._establish-a working.

;-

July, 1971, S i

“You forget about that,” Mr.
Obsorne quoted Mr. Helms as’
‘having told him in late June,
'1972. “I will handle that. You
:take care of the rest of that.”|

At the time, Mr. Osborne had
been designated by Mr. Helms
as the official directly respon-
sible for coordinating and expe-

tions with the F.B.L about
‘Watergate. S .

Mr. Helms and other high-
level C.LA. officials repeatedly
stressed in their public state-

mentg that their actions regard-’
ing Watergate were not illegal,
but legitimate steps to protect
the agency from possible -ad-
verse publicity and to prevent
the leak of highly classified in-
formation about the agency’s
operational procedures.

Mr. Osborne testified before
the House subcommittee that
he had told Mr. Helms he felt
“very strongly” that the first
McCord letter should be turned’
over to the F.B.I. However,
Lawrence Houston, the general
counsel to the C.LA,, testified
that he had advised Mr. Helms
that- the agency had no lega
responsibility to do’so. .

Ehrlichman Link )

The three United States At-
torneys who originally prose-
cuted the case for the Justice
Department did not learn of the
Ehrlichman link to the C.LA.
for five months. They also were

to the C.I.A. until May, 1973.

The House subcommitee be-
gan hearings in the spring of
:1973 shortly after C.LA. in-
Ivolvement with the White
House  “plumbers’”  became
known. The panel eventually
concluded that the agency had
been misued by the Nixon Ad-
ministration.

The testimony was declassi-
fied late last year, without
'public announcement, by Rep-
resentative Lucien N. Nedzi of
Michigan, the
chairman.

Mr. Helms told the Repre-
sentatives that “everybody was
instructed to help with the
F.B.I investigation in the agen-|
cy, and every lead was checked
.. . All the records were gone
through and all the things were

subcommittee,

~ Mr. Helms was not 1rect4
asked about Mr. Osborne’s alle-

diting the C.LA.s communica-| -

not told of the McCord letters|

igatlons, but William E. Colby,]
then Mr. Helm's deputy and
now Director of Central Intel-
ligence, repeatedly told the sub-
committee that the agency’s
failure to provide all Known in-
formation to the F.B.I. was
based on its concern “that it
would somehow be' involved in
the Watergate case .and there
'was quite a lot of publicity and
public information in the press
. .. I think the concern [was
about leaks to the press.”

Mr, Helms, who headed the
C.I.A. from 1966 to 1973 and is
now Ambassador to Iran, could

not be reached for comment. A}

State Department aide  said he
was traveling and would not re-
turn to his post in Tehran, from
which he has been on leave, un-
til later this month. :
Widespread Pattern

Mr. Osborne’s testimony|
about the initial high-level
C.I.A. reaction to Watergate

. was part of what a New York

Times inquiry: has shown to be
a more widespread pattern of
C.I.A. noncooperation than pre-
viously' ‘known. The - inquiry,
which included interviews with
former- Federal investigators
and an analysis of published
C.I.A, Watergate testimony and

documents, was begun shortly

after the published allegations
last December of C.LA. domes-
tic spying.. . .

No evidence was found link-
ing the C.LA. to advance knowl-
edge of the Watergate break-
im, but the testimony and doc-

umentc indicate that tha intel.
ligence agency followed the!
course it did in part because of
a fear that some of its domestic
cover firms as well as its 1971
domestic activities on behalf of
the White House would be un:
covered. O

The C.IA, is currently facing
intensive _investigations  by!
House and Senate committees
stemming from its admitted in-
volvement in “questionable”
domestic spying activities. In
addition, an eight-member com-
mission set up by President
Ford and headed by Vice Pres-
ident Rockefeller is in its sec-
ond month of hearings into
the domiestic spying allegations.

Among the key new findings
of the inquiry were the follow-

ing:

gA number of high-level
C.LA. officials, including Mr.
‘Helms and *Mr. Colby, were in-
formed on June 19, 1972 ~—two
days after the break-in —that a
transcript of an internal C.LA.
tape recording showed that Mr.
Ehrlichman had authotrized the
agency in 1971 to begin its sup-
port activities on behalf of Mr.
Hunt, who was then a member
of the White House security
force known as the “plumbers,”
then investigating Dr. Daniel
Ellsherg. The transcript was
discussed at a C.LA. meeting
that day.

gMr. McCord had served as a
member of the C.I.A.’s counter-
intelligence branch since 1952
and was involved with prevent-j

ing the penetration of the agen-{

cy by agents from the Soviet
Union. Mr. McCord was work-
ing for the agency's office of'
security in 1967-68 when, ac-

month, it m
into .radical groups

1

agen
in the,

_lican of Tennessee, the C.LA.

- torney fees stemming from his

Washington area “in" apparéat
violation of the C.LA. charter
barring it from domestic activi-
ties. At least four former high-
level C.I.A. counter-intelligence
officials have resigned since the’
first published -allegations of,
'C.LA. domestic activities. {

¢None of the high - level CLA.:
officials, -including Mr. Celby,.
informed Federal authorities of;
the repeated White House ef-i
forts in June, 1972, to involve!
them in the successful attempt
to limit the initial F.B.I. Water-
gate inquiry. The officials also’
did not immediately -disclose;
that they had been asked to
‘provide bail funds for the ori-
ginal Watergate defendants.
.~ GNone of the high-level C.LA.'
{officials involved in the initial
deliberations after Watergate
informed James R. Schlesinger,
who replaced Mr. Helms as Di-
rector of Central Intelligence in
February, 1973, of the extent ¢f
the agency’s domestic activities
on behalf of the White House in|
1971, Mr. Schlesinger learned
of Mr. Hunt’s plumbers role
from a C.LA. liaison officer in|
early May, 1973,

Questions Left Open -

The inquiry also left’ open
questions about the objectivity

. and thoroughness of the initiat

inquiry by the House Intel-
ligence subcommittee. In its re-
port on its hearings, published
Oct, 23, 1973, the subcommittee
did not note, for example, that

~"Mr. Helms -ordered Mr. Osborne:

not to turn over the McCord
letters. .

The C.I.A. also did not in-
form the Justice Department
that in July, 1972, it had re-
ceived confidential information
on'the Watergate break-in from;
Robert F. Bennett, the president
of Robert'R. Mullen and Com-
pany, a Washington-based pub-
lic relations firm that provided
“cover” for C.LA. employes
.overseas and had hired Mr.
Hunt afte rhis retirement from
the agency in 1971.

According to a report pub-|
lished last .year by Senater
Howard H. Baker Jr.,. Repub-

paid half of Mr. Bennett’s at-

grand jury appearance after the
Watergate break-in.

In a recept interview, Sey-
mour Glanzer, one of the ori-
ginal Watergate, prosecutors
who retired last year after serv-
ing 14 years with the Justice
Department, characterized the
C.LA’s post-Watergate actioss
as the efforts “of an intel-
ligence agency serving some
alien Byzantine power rather
:than one devoted to the best in-
iterests of the people of this
country.” i

“Most of the facts may be,
known to the Government;
now,” Mr, Glanzer said, “but:
the public isn’t aware of what;
the C.LA. has done. The whele
venture was one of keeping in-
formation from us.

“I frankly was amazed bty the
conduct and the mentality I
found in the C.I.LA. Anyone who
beli:vcs in candor must appear
to_be. quite naive to them. And

5002)1]—&1ust have appeared
to be naive to them,

The most critical, C.LA. fail-}
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‘are, Mr. Glanzer daid,” wis th'e}
agency’s decision not to pro-
guce the six letters sent by Mr.
McCord after being served with
a Justice Department subpoena
{compelling the agency to pro-
duce “all communications” re-
lating to Watergate. .
“The McCord contacts would
have been vital,” Mr. Glanzer
said, because Earl J. Silbert, the
principal United States Attor-
ney Investigating Watergate,
“had selected McCord as the
‘weak link—the only person
who had information and might
".be made willing to talk.”
} “The letters were an indica-]
tion that there was some way
of reaching the man,” the for-
mer prosecutor said. ;
- Mr. McCord, who had-earlier
rebuffed an attempt to begin
plea bargaining, repeatedly
warned the C.L.A.'In the letters’
that attempts would be made fo
place the blame for Watergate
on the agency. .
- 'Upon learning in May, 1973
of the . McCord - letters, Mr.
Glanzer said, the prosecutors
told one high-level C.LA. offi-
cial—not Mr. Helms—that he
was a potential  target of a
grand jury investigation. The
official resigned: within days,
Mr. Glanzer said. . o,
_~ Cox Takes Over

At. about the same time,

however, Mr, Silbert and Mr.|

Glanzer were succeeded in the
Watergate investigation first by
‘Archibald’ Cox, -the Watergate
'special. .prosecutor, and the
‘C.I.A. actions did not become a
public issue. ) ’ ’

in Mr. McCord's first.lotter

to the C.LA,, which was sent

" as he told the subcommittee,

to the office of Mr. Helms: six
weeks after Watergate, Paul
O'Brien, an attorney for the
Nixon re-election committee,
was quoted as having said that
committee officials had initially
informed him that the break-in:
was a C.L.A, operation. R

“He says he did not know
otherwise,” Mr. McCord’s letter
said, “until one of the defend-
ants told him the facts and he
{says he blew up over it.”

The letter said that there
would be an-attempt to depict
the Watergate break-in as a
C.LA. operation and suggested
that the Watergate prosecutors
were. leaking anti-agency mate-
rial to the press.; L

“Mr. McCord closed the letter

with the following statement,
which, given his
knowledge of counterintel-
ligence operations, may have
led to varying interpretations;
inside the agency: '
“The fact remains. that I have
I'ved in Washington-since 1942
.and know certain: things about
the District of Columbia-from:
‘first-hand . knowledge, having
lived there in the past, that I
wanted you to be aware of.” |
The letter initially was dis-
missed as crank mail, Mr. Os-
borne told the House subcom-
* mittee in May, 1973, but.was
subsequently identified through
Mr. McCord’s handwriting. Mr.}.
Osborne then recounted the fol-
lowing events: = ’
“I showed ‘the letter to Mr.
Helms: I told him.that I felt
very strongly that the letter
should be turned over. to the
Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion. Mr. Helms, after some re-|
flection, decided that he would

Approve

extensive:

" pass the letter on to any other

like -to “have legal opinion "ofi]
the matter and summoned Mr.
Lawrence -Houston, general
counsel of the agency, to his of-
fice and-had him read the let-

ter. .
+ ‘Legal Obligation’

I After he had finished read-

ing the letter, the ensuing dis-
cussion, to the best of my recol-
lection, centered about whether
the agency had any legal obli-
gation tg forward the letter to
the Justice Department or the
Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion. . : ) :

“Both. Mr, Helms and Mr.
Houston decided that there was;
no. such obligation, and I was
told.to take no further action
‘on it. Mr. Helms instructed me
to restri¢t knowledge of the ex-
istence of the letter to an abso-
lute minimum - number of
people.”

When ;Mr.. McCord’s subse-
quent letters were received at
home by a C.IA. employe in
late December, 1972, and early
January, 1973, they were
brought :to Mr. Osborne, who,

was authorized .by- Mr. Helms
-ito file them. -

[ The letters were turned over
‘to the Watergate prosecutors in
May, 1973, after Mr. Schlesin-

ger ordered all C.I.A. employes| -
to come forward with any|.

evidence or information in con-
nection: with the White House
plumbers or other domestic
C.I.A. involvement. )

- Mr. Osborne acknowledged to
the committee that he had been
.troubled by -Mr. Helms’s order
not to forward the McCord let-
ters.

“We had been working very
closely. with the F.B.L,” he tes-
tified. “I.have always given
them everything. I have never
held anything from them.

B ‘He Was My Boss’

“At the time I don't think I
really agreed with it [the deci-
sion' to withhold the letters]. |

" [Helms not to inquire into Mr.
Hunt’s links to domestic C.LA.}.

But, you know, I worked for
Mr. Helms, he was my boss. 1
would: do the same thing with|
Mr. Schlesinger.” 1
. .A review of the published
testimony indicates- that Mr.
Helms was never specifically.
‘asked about his request that
the McCord. letters not be for-
‘warded. . « -

Mr. Houston, however, was
questioned by the House- sub-
committee about his counsel to
_IMr. Helms after receipt of the
initial McCord letter in August,
11972, He defended his action by
noting that ‘he had been in-
"lvolved in many cases where
persons” under  indictment
-threatened or hinted at a' C.LA..
involvement.

In the case of the McCord
letter, hé added, he considered
it to be a similar warning or
threat that there “might be an
actual. attempt to involve he
‘agency in the defense of those
arrested in the Watergate in-
cident.” * R

Since*the C.I.A. had no prior
involvement in the Watergate
break-in, Mr, Houston ex-

‘plained; and .since any threat of [ .

bluff was best countered, in his
opinion, by ignoring it, “I there-
fore advised the Director of
Central Intelligence that we
had no legal responsibility to

;authorities and that we would
work with the United States
Attorneys when the defense ac-

j{tually made a formal attempt o]

involve the agency at the trial.
‘The Director agreed.”

Mr. Houston :subsequently
acknowledged .under question-
ing, however, that when Mr.
Silbert .and Mr. Glanzer re-
quested the C.ILA. to supply in-

pation of a C.I.A. defense at the
Watergate trial, the agency still
withheld the letters.

Nedzi Interrogates B

.. Then there was the following
‘exhange with Representative
Nedzi. |
NEDZI: Isn't this really™
suppressing evidence?
HOUSTON: No, sir, I did
nﬁt consider it -evidence at
all. :
NEDZI: It.was not evidence .
.of agency involvement, but it .
was certainly information
that could very well have
been useful to the conduct of
a complete investigation, and
I think that the agency’s obli- .
gation goes beyond just de-
fending itself. ) :
Mr. Osborne also testified
that he was ordered by Mr.

activities in 1971, ) 4

After being assigned to find'
out what possible.involvement,
if any, the C.I.A. had had in the
Watergate break-in—an assign-
"ment he received ‘from Mr,

"Helms on the evening after the|.

break-in—Mr. Osborne recalled
being approached by a young
C.LA. officer, Mr. Wagner.

Mr. Wagner ‘had served in
1971 as an aide to Gen. Robert
E. Cushx_nan Jr., the C.I:A. Dep-~
uty Director at the time and
the recipient of Mr. Ehrlich-
man’s request for agency help
for Mr. Hunt. .
© Mr. Wagner learned at a staff
meeting that Mr. Osborne had
been assigned to the investiga-

+tion, Mr. Osbome said, ‘and
*“called me and said he. had
something: he wanted to tell me
but he had to check with the
Director . first. The Director
«called me on the telephone that
same day and said, “You forget
about that. I will handle that.
You take care of the rest of it.’
“I was specifically excluded”
from knowledge of the C.LA.
-involvement in the Ellsberg
evurg}'ary, “and I am delighted I
-was.” :

Mr. Colby ‘told a- Senate
Armed  Services. Committee
hearing in July, 1973, then con-
sidering_his nomination to be
CIA. Director, that a tran-
script of a July 7, 1971, Hunt-

-Cushman conversation — in

which Mr. Ehrlichman’s role

“;as r}!llgr}liti]oned—was discussed

at a high-level agency. meetin

{on June 19, 19728.-g Y 8
Fact Not Relayed

However, Mr. Colby said,
when the C.LA. formally in-
formed the F.B.I three weeks:
later that it had supplied false.
‘docurr}eFtation and other
materials to Mr. Hunt and 'G.
Gordon Liddy, another Water-
gate defendant, it did not relay
the fact that Mr. Ehrlichman
had . been involved with Mr.
Hunt one year -before Water-
gate,

Instead, the Senate testim
showed, the C.LA. said :rsg;
that the materials had been

1

isupplied to Mr. Hunt in re-|

sponse to a '‘duly authorized

formation in October in antici-| .

- memo about that.meeting,

: CIA-RDP77-00432R000100350001-8

o

‘extra-agency request.””
. Atone point during the Sen-
ate hearings, Mr. Colby told'
Senator Edward “M. Kennedy,
Democrat * of Massachusetts,
that the information” was not
supplied because “it- was not all
that important who- made the: *
phone -call .from the White
House to General Cushman
-about this little one assistance
for Mr. Hunt.” .
- 'Mr. Ehrlichman’s name was
provided to the Justice Depart-
ment on Nov. 27, .1972, in re-}
sponse to a_ specific question!
from Mr. Silbert. In a later
Mr.
Colby wrote that he “had
danced around the room sever-
al times for 10 minutes to try to
avoid becoming specific on
this.” ) ;
Mr. Colby further disclosed
during the Senate hearings that
.on June .28, 1972, Mr. Helms
has-issued an order -requesting
that the F.B.I. not interview Mr,
Wagner and another C.LA. offi-
cial who also ‘knew of some

C.I.A. aid to Mr. Hunt in 1971.

. At the time, Mr. Helms justi-
fied the order, according to the.
Senate - testimony, om the
ground that the F.B.I should;
“desist from expanding this in-
vestigation into other areas|’
which may, . eventually, run

-|afoul of our operations®

‘A Lot of Leaks’

-In his July, 1973, testimony
before the Senate Watergate
committee, Mr. Helms referred

‘|to that order, telling the Sena-

tors that “there was starting to
be a lot of leaks out of the

{F.B.I. for the first time on mat-

ters-of this kind.” Mr. Helms
later had this . exchange with
David M. Dorsen, an assistant
chief counsel on the committee:

DORSEN:- And to your
knowledge, was any relative
_information withheld the
C.LA, to the F.B.I. and Jus-
‘tice .Department, information
that you were aware of while
the events were:taking place
in June, July or August of
19722 .

HELMS: Sir, I do not be-
lieve so. Does ‘the record
show that there was any-
thing of this kind?

DORSEN: No. I am not
suggesting that at all. I am
just asking for your kmowl-
edge. I have no knowledge
to the contrary. i

HELMS: Well, 1 do not
either, but I just want to be !
sure that my .recollections
tracked with the facts. ‘
In his earlier testimony be-’
fore the House subcommittee,
though, Mr. Helms said ke had
prevented the-F.B}I from in-
terviewing Mr. Wagner, whom
he did not mention by name,
because he had not wanted in-

formation about Mr. Hunt's;
involvement with Mulien and:
‘Company, the public relations
'firm, “from being spread all
ithrough. the Government, that;
‘we "had people wunder coverl
there.”

However, “no ‘evidence was
presented in any other hearing

suggesting that Mr. Wagner, if
questioned by the'F.BJ, would
have discussed anything but
Mr. Hunt's reliance om the
C.LA. in 1971 ;in connection
iwith his. White. House plumbers
jwork.

l‘ Furthermore, {C.EA. docu-
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‘thé House Judiciary Tommit-*
tea’'s impeachment inquiry,
showed that information about:
the secret use of Mullen and!
Company was suppie by the.
C.LA. to the F.B.I. on June 21,
11972, four days after the Wa-
" tergate burglary. .
Colby Testifies
During testimony before the
House and Senate in 1973, Mr.
Colby, who had been placed by
Mr. Helms in over-all charge of
the C.LA’s handling of the
Watergate inquiry shortly after
che break-in, made a number of]
apparently contradictory state-
ul2nts. :
During the House Intelligence
subcommittee ‘hearings in May,
1973, Mr. Colby was asked why
the C.I.A. had not been more
vesponsive in providing infor-
mation to the F.B.I. He again
cited C.I.A. concern -over pos-
sible press leaks and said the
-agency had decided to “handle
ias much of the material that
was subject to misunderstand-
‘ng in an oral fashion rather
than in a written fashion.”
Yet, Mr, Nedzi, in discussing
the meeting between the C.LA.
and the Watergate prosecutors

they were totally informed.”, -
Mr, Colby was then executive
director of the agency. )

In subsequent testimony be-|'
fore the Senate Armed Services
Committee in July, 1973, Mr.
Colby said that he had known
of the White House attempts
the year before to get the C.LA.
to provide bail funds for the
Watergate defendants, and
about other contacts, but had
not told the Justice Department
during the October meeting.

‘Edge of Propriety’ .

Asked why, Mr. Colby said he
had not considered the White
House’s contacts to be potential
wrongdoing.

“Their requests were, it

seemed to me, on the edge of
‘propriety,” he said, “and the
‘C.1.A. responsibility was to
hold itself very specifically to
the facts and act within its
proper authority, and the C.LA.
did that.”

1t was those actions, revolv-
ing around the efforts of Mr.
Ehrlichman and H. R. Halde-
man, then the White House
chief of staff, to get the C.LA.
to attempt to halt the F.B.L in-
quiry into Watergate, that led

- While supporting the actions’
taken by Mr. Helms in the
months after Watergate, Mr.
Colby also told ‘the Senate
Armed Services Committee that
the basic decisions involving
C.IA. policy had been made by
Mr. Helms. .

“The basi¢ philosophy of

‘keeping the C.ILA. out of the

misunderstanding of being in-
volved -and consequently han-
dling the material through the
top level of the F.B.I and the
Justice Department [and not
through F.B.I field agents and
United States Attorneys] was
a decision in which I shared,”
Mr. Colby testified, “It was ob-
viously Mr. Helm’'s decision
because he was in charge.”

The fact that Mr. Schlesinger, |

who is now Secretary of De-
fense, had not been briefed by
Mr. Helms and other high-level
C.1LA. officials about the extent
of the agency’s involvement
with Mr, Hunt and the White
House plumbers was made ex-
plicit in a statement published
last July by the House Judiciary
Commiftee’s impeachment in-
quiry.
Schlesinger Told
In the document, a C.LA, of-

-had not already seen it.

bewildered that something like

preparation of a psychological
profile on Dr. Elisberg and
other matters.

‘“He seemed surprised and
unaware of any such link,” the
unidentified C.I.A. offictal said.
“I was sure that someone had
compiled the facts abouf” the
agency’s involvement with
Hunt and the Watergate and
that it ‘should be available
somewhere in the agency if he

“He seemed dismayed and

this could have happened and
that he did not know about it."”

- On May 9, 1973, a few days
-after the discussion with the
C.IA. liaison official. Mr. Schles-
inger issued his order calling
upon all C.LA. employes tc,);pto-o5
duce any evidence of domestig
wrongdoing. DA

It was this request; reljable
sources say, that not only lea
to the discovery of the McCord
letters and more Watergate
links, but also produced the,
evidence of other domestic,
activities—such as the-infiltra~
tion of C.I.A. undercover agents
into dissident groups and the
accumulation of files on more

in October, 1972, asked Mr.
1‘:01 whether he thought the
’.'-'uSUce Department had been
imade “completely aware of all
ihe facts that you had, is that
right?”

| "Mr. Colby responded, “yes,

WASHINGTON POST
2 February 1975

o S
By William Greider
Washinston ?Dst Staff Writer -
For that small circle of influential
people, the ones who help shape Amer-
iea’s foreign policy and share national
secrets, the intimate dinner party the
other night in honor of Richard Helms
was an especially tender moment.
“Touching and moving,” said one'
who was there. .o
Assembled in the Chevy Chase’
house of columnist Tom Braden and

ey
v

‘his wife Joan were some perennial

notables: . :
Avercll Harriman, - the

statesman; Stuart Symington, the scna-

tor from DMissouri; Robert S. MeN-

amara, who once ran the Pentagon and '

now runs the World Bank; Henry A.
Kissinger, whom everybody knows.
Lven the outsiders were prominent
ones: NBC’s Barbara Walters and Isra-

el's Ambassador Simcha Dinitz, among -

others.

They were gathered to cheer up an
old friend, a comrade wounded by re
cent events, the former director of the
Central Intellizence Agency, who is
now confronted with
questions about the secret agency's do-
mestic surveillance activites.

‘After the smoked salmon and crown

roast of lamb, the glasses of rich red-

.wine were raised in his honor. Sym-
dingtonr toasted the “splendid job”-
which Helms had done in scven years
as America’s intclligence chief. Harri-
sman seconded those sentiments.

But the high point was the brief and-
melodramatic speech of Robert Me-
Namara, Detense Secretary during the
Jong struggle in Vietnam, a man-who

to President Nixon’s resignation
last August. A White House
tape recording showed that Mr.
Nixon had directed his aides tof
attempt to involve the C.LA, in
the.cover-up. . - . ... .losh

patrician

embarrassing

Friends Su

T |
shared with Helms the anguish of the
JohnSon years.

McNamara wanted all in the room to
know: whatever Dick- Helms did,

‘whether it was over the line or not, the.

former Secretary of Defense supported
him fully. That moment of fraternity
moistened some eyes around the table.
" According to the etiquectte of impor-
tant dinner parties. no one is supposed
to speak afterward of what was said

by whom, cspecially to the press. Yet,®

somehow, the- story of McNamara's
toast is circula}ing, confirming what
many alrcady suspected—that Richard
Helms has been shaken by the current

‘CIA controversy and that the estab
Tished circle is drawing the wagons up
“close in his defense.

¢ ‘That message was already whispe:‘-’

ing around Washington, in part be-

‘cause the Secretary of State was telling
friends and associates on the dinner-
party circuit that he was dismayed by
‘what has happened to Helms. .
i “An honorable man,” Kissinger says
solemnly, then he adds a word or two
of private rebuke for the present CIA Di-
Tector William E. Colby, who made the
;fpublic disclosures of CIA domestic
&pying, and even for Defense Secre-
lary James Schlesinger, who . investi-
Fated the subject when he held the
CIA job briefly before Colby.

é-'l‘hese are‘glimpses of the private
and almost visceral political currents:
Which now surround the CIA contro-
versy, a struggle as intangible as
smoke, yet with real significance for
the players. Helms is in foremost jeop-

ficial who was serving in a liai-
{son position at the White House
in May, 1973, recalled how he
apparently was the first to in-
form Mr. Schlesinger about the
C.LA.s.. involvement = in _the

tien.,,,

it

rts Helms:

tivities of debatable. legality happenéd'
‘during his tenure, but also for what he

said or didn’t say about CIA activities

while under oath before various con-

gressional committees. .
v Ona political level, the situation is

perilous for Colby too, who-now must .
answer the agency’s -critics more fully”

it forthcoming hearings without to-
1ally alienating the CIA’s traditional

friends or his own troops within the

agency. In a secondary sense, the

struggle threatens Kissinger and'
Schlesinger too, who now represent

the natural institutional rivalry be-

tween the Defense and State depart-

ments, Wwho both played a direct hand
in the CIA’s past. - :

i As one close partisan described it:

“A fairly byzantine happening by some

fairly byzantine people.” -

"Helms’ difficulties stem from his
bland .assurances, given regularly in
recent years to congressional inquiries,
that the CIA did not do such things as

-penetrating domestic political organi-
.zations or spying on radicals. Then, af-
ter the New York Times acé¢ount of do-

mestic spying was published Dec. 22,

-Colby eventually made a public recita-
tion on the subject, acknowledging
what Helms seemed to have denicd.
According to close friends, Helms is
‘not so concerned about the arguable il-
legality of any surveillance activities
which occurred under his direction or
even by his recorded statements deny-
ing that the CIA conducted domestic
spying. Those questions are loaded
with ambiguities, they point out, which

.
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than 10,000 American citizens
who were opposed to the Viet-
nam war-—that are being inves-
tigated by the Senate, :the
House and the Ford Admini
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to pursue. ) B

But Helms has’ been more womed
,about his testimony befcre the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee on CIA:
involvement in Chile,: back when he
was confirmed as ambassador to Iran
in 1973. Sen. Symington, a member of
that committee, asked  Helms then:
“Did you try in the Central Intelli-
.gence Agency to overthrow the govern.
ment of Chile?” . . <~

“No, sir,” said Helms." C

“Dxd you have any money passed to
the opponents of Allende?”

“No, sir,” said Helms.

s “Seo,” Symmgton asked. “the stories
.you were involved in that war’ are
‘wrong?”

“Yes, sir,” Helms answered. “I sand
to Sen. Fulbright many months ago .
that if the agency had really gotten in- -
behind the other candidates and spent
& lot of money and so forth the elec<

: tlon might have come out differently.”

Wheh Colby appeared in private last
sprlng before the House Armed Serv-
jces subcommittee on intelligence, he
told a. different story—that the CIA
‘had provided $11 million for “covert
action” in Chile aimed at blocking Sal-
vador Allende’s election in 1964 and

1970, as well as “destablizing” the gov-
vemment in 197:§ when a milirary coup
toppled the Allende government,.
v Helms appeared again before the
;Foreign Relations Committee two
"weeks ago to explain the discrepancy.:
Now on his way back to Iran, he is con-
.vinceéd, according to friends, that he
‘satisfied the committee members that
no perjury had been committed.. The
various issues; however, must still be
explored by others. The circus now has.
three rings—select committees on in-
teliigence in both the House and Sen-
‘ate, Plus the presidential CIA commis-
smn -
The difference between Helms and
‘Colby is partly a question of personal
styles, but it is also .the changed cli-
mate in post-Watergate Washington,
where both Congress and the press
pursue hints of scandal more zealously
than when when Helms was du‘ector

from 1966 to early 1973.
In broad outline, their careers seem
quite similar—Ivy League educations,

. a

veterans in World War 11, lifetimes de-

voted to climbing the secret career lad-
der inside the “Company,” as the CIA
"js sometimes chlled among friends.

But, though both served in
"Cland«,stme Services” and both held
the post of deputy director of opera-
tions, Helms and ‘Colby came {rom dif-
ferenct sides of the spy shop.

Helms was schooled in  the,
“intelligence ' end,” " Colby was a‘
“political actibn” man, two subspecies
with an inherited distrust of one an-.
other. The intelligence folks collect
and analyze, while the “political opera-
tions” men run secret guerrilla wars
and “covert action” against foreign
governments. They tend to regard the

intelligence types as ivory tower ten-’

ants, removed from the real world;
while the intelligence people often

Jook on them as a bunch of wild men..

In any case, the personal relationship
between Colby and IHelms over the

' gence operation?”

years ‘was correct and cordxal never‘

‘more than that accordmg to associ-x
ates, A
When old colleagues describe Helms
“he emerges as a man of deeper intel-
Ject, more flexible, more cynical, quite.
‘skilled at crossing the sliding sands of
‘Washington’s bureaucratic struﬂ"les
Colby is more obvious, more straight.
ahead and even moralistic, accprdmg
‘to friends and nonfriends. Helms is the:
nrbamty of the Chevy Chase Country
Club Colby is the Boy Scouts in

‘Springfield, Va., where he lives. -

- - “Dick is resentful,” said one ex-offi-

cer “He resents the change in per-
‘formance with regard. to Congress, to
the press, to ‘operiness which he never

. engaged except in the coziest way.”

While Colby opts for on-the-record
interviews with the news magazines,’
Helms’ style was; more often, a.
friendly off-the-record lunch at the old"
-Occidental Restaurant. On Capitol
Hill, Helms left behind a reputation as
masterful at salving both hawks and
doves during the war in Vietnam, as
‘well' as never revealing too much
,about what the CIA was doing.

* When the House subcommittee was

:questioning him privately on Water-
gate in 1973, Helms displayed the
charm which won such praise. After a
lot of back-and-forth about what was
Jegal or illegal for. the CIA, Helms fi-
nally closed the subject with this ap-
peal to personal faith:
+. “Gentlemen, don’t you honestly be- ‘
lieve, all of you, as I do, ‘that you've
:got to be honorable men to run’ any-
thing like this, parncularly an mtelh-
The notion that ““honorable men"
‘could be ‘trusted to run the CIA, with-
out much questioning from Congress,
was badly shaken in the Watergate epi-
sode, when it was. disclosed that ‘the
CIA under Helms alternately iwent

"along with and resisted various ques- _
_‘tionable demands from the Nixon

White House. Rumors lingered and the.
traditional . secrecy of the agency
helped them grow.

Helms, for instance, has been dogged
by stories that somehow a closer link
existed between him and E. Howard
Hunt, Jr. one of the Watergate bur-
glars, including the yarn that the CIA

- director prsonally lent Hunt $20,000 or-
1$30,000, As it happens,

Helms ex-
:plained that in secret testimony at the
time:

“The guy was in very serious finan-*

cial straits. In an:organization like
~CIA, particularly in the  clandesine
sxde of it, anybody who gets in debt"
constitutes a vulnerability. I mean for
a recruitment from the other side, if

‘nothing else., All drunks are a threat.

:Drug people are a threat. Homosexuals
.are a-threat. Anybody who has a really
distinctive blackmail possibility.

" "“So the logical thing to do was to
make available those institutions in.
‘the Central Intelligence Agency te.
help out employees who unintention-

sally get in some kind of {inancial diffi-

.culty and one of the ways of doing this

s something we call the Public Serv-

'ice Aid Society, which contains a fund

4.

B

‘tapes,

‘of monef‘“aﬁmi’nistefed by some direc-’

tors into which people give voluntarily .
to build up a fund so that people ina

jam can get this stuff without - paymg
interest and so forth,”

‘The - members
learned something qf the intrigues in-
volved in operating the agency, like
the tape recording systems in Helms's
office and the “Frencjl Room™ next
door where conferences were held and
another in the deputy director’s .of-
‘fice. Helms had that one dismantled
when Gen. Vernon Walters, a -Nixon
man, became deputy director because
“l thought at the time I didn't know
Gen. Walters ‘very well. I.wouldn't
have any control over it.” :

When Helms was cleaning out his

files after 25 years in the agency, he

destroyed all of the non-Watergate
including ‘one conversation he.
recorded with President Johnson.

“I do recall at one time having a
very active conversation with Presi-
dent Johnson about a whole lot of
things he wanted me to do about Viet-

-nam,” Hess told the sub committee,

'"and my finally, in desperation, push--.
ing this button in order to get straight
what he was trying to tell me to do.””
. After Helms was abruptly fired by’
President Nixon a month after the
1972 election, the popular assumption
was that his resistance to letting the
CIA take the rap for Watergate was a
special motive. 1t was also widely as-

sumer! that Henry Kissinger approved
the move or at least acquiesced in it,

--particutarly the- subsequent ~shake- up

" -of the agency which was camed out by

. cxans outside.

Schlesinger.

Helms professes. not to know ‘what
the motives were for his abrupt dis-
missal. (His friends say- he has never
blamed Kissinger). But he did teil the

"Armed Services subcommlttee this

much: Vs

“I was never on the team. I was left -
over from' President Johnson’s admin-

istration and I had served in four
years in President Nixon’s and I rather

gather they wanted their fellow on the .

job. I put the ‘their’ in quotes.” .
At this point, the'plot gets much too

‘byzantine to explain fully. Schlesinger,

an outsider, took charge of' the CIA

“with expressed orders to “shake it up,”

‘which he did. The personnel level was
trimmed sharply (“brutally,” according
to some old hands), and, among other.
things, Schlesinger mdered a full au-
dit of the CIA's domestic activities.
That produced the documentation
which through no apparent fault of
his, eventually surfaced in public.
When Colby succeeded Schlesinger
in the. fall of 1973, he inheritéd the
new leaner Iook whlch Schlesinger

gave the agency, plus its new problems
of public relations. When Rep. Lucien
Nedzi, chairman of the House Intelli-
gence subcommittee, called Colby for

. an examination on Chile, the new CIA

director told all. When it leaked out,
Helms was the embarrassed one.

Now, however, Colby is presiding
over a sharp division within his own
ranks, not to mention the hostile politi-
As one associate put it:’
“A lot of people think he's gone too far
already. He’s made a lot of concessions
which will be very hard to reverse.
later on. Worse, there's a great disillu--
sionment w1thm the agency. They all

" feel unappreciated and exposed.”

On the other ‘hand, muny see Colby',‘
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a a skillful CIA “political operator, N
trying to navigate through the treach-’
erous waters, to ameliorate the new.
pressures from Congress and the.
press, without sacrificing the a“encyS’
essentxal powers. ' .

“He is the essence of a political op-»
erator who goes to a country overseas

and tries to find the levers of power:,

and hopes to influence them,” said one
former colleague. “He’s very much a
realist. He asks: who's running the

country? It's not the President and the.

white House — it’s Congress and the

press. Well, how do you. influence.

them? You can't do it with the old

Cold War rhetoric or by telling the.

WASHINGTON POST
3 February 1975

Tom Braden

press it has no business knowing about’
intelligence activities. So Colby is try--
ing to get a handle on these political.

'and social realities. He's operating on

‘the same prmclple he would in Af-'

-ghanistan.”

* Even Colby’s admlrers however, can
envision an unhappy ending for the di-’
rector if he misreads the pressures, if-

he tells so much to the inquiring mem-
bers of Congress on Capitol Hill that
his own bureaucratic strength is ex-
‘hausted downtown.

Among other questions, for mstzmce,

the investigators will pursue whether.

Kissinger, as Nixon's national security

.affairs adviser, had any partin order-,

"ing the CIA to spy on Teporters in 1971°
.and 1972 because of natlonal secunty
leaks.

Schlesinger, as Defense Sectetaty,
has been standing back from the fray,_
but his department, the Pentagon, has
an important stake in what Congress
winds up doing to the CIA and the
“intelligence community” generally.

" In short, while the dinner-party chat-
ter enhvens the struggle, it is a defen-
sive game at this pomt One former
.CIA official described the situation:
“Everyone, to use one of Helm’s
- phrases, is hunkering down and look-:

~1ng out for himself.” .

Empemaﬁ Pfeoid@nts -“and the CIA

I'm going to keep very qmet,” said
Richard Helms, speaking of the inves-
tigation into the Central Intelligence
Agency. “But if it looks as though it’s
all going to be my fault, I shall have a-
great deal to say.” :

There is an implication here which
recalls another Helms remark, made
when he was summoned home from
Iran two summers ago to testify on the
subject of the wig and the camera lent
to Howard Hunt and on Richard
Nixon’s attempt to use CIA as a foil
for haiting the investigation into
Watergate. ’ .

“Who would "have thought,” Helms
said then, “that it might someday be
judged wrong to carry out the orders
of the President of the United States?”

They hint—these two remarks—at the
imperial presidency which- historian
Arthur M. Schlesinger has described.

They hint of Lyndon Johnson, large,
powerful, domineering, thinking of
himself as law. They hint of Richard
Nixon, sly and stealthy, plotting how
to retain beloved trappings of power,
Johnson, one can imagine, would order
the thing done without a thought as to
whether the thing was legal, Nixon, one
can imagine, had more consclousness
of evil, He would sneak the thing

through, The end was the same: The
end was corruption.

WASHINGTON POST

14 February 1975

It is all very well to say that Richnrd
Helms should have risen to the
occasion: ‘“Mr. President, I won't do
that. If you insist, Mr. President my
only course is to resign »

- When authority gives an order !t is
easy to find reasons why authority
may be right. More important, the
President is the Commander-in-Chief..
Does a soldier quit the field of battle

when the general orders a foolhardy X

attack?
Maybe the problems of The CIA ara

‘battlefield related. Its leaders were

steeled in war and most of them. were
steeled in a very special kind of war,
Most of them came out of 0SS, as the
wartime gecret intelligence agency was
called. This meant, first of all, that
they had volunteered to carry out very
unusual orders.

It also meant that they were unusual’

--people, given to taking great personal

risks, desirous of operating alone or in
the company of two or three others,
impressed more than most soldlers can
be impressed with the absolute neces-
sity for secrecy and the almost certain
penalty which awaits the ulighteat
breach of it.

It meant one more thing which may
be important to the CIA story. The
OSS men, who became the CIA men,.

Rockoefelier !I‘mmann%imx

.’T‘hnv wera

thought of themselves as their country.’

Dropped alone in groups of two or
three onto unfamiliar and engmy-occu-
pied lands, they were, whetfler in Nor-'
way or in Southern France, in Holland
or in Thailand, all that there was of
America.

And while they may well have beenA
on the run, hunted and harried from
one hiding place to another, they took
more pride than most soldiers learned
to take in the fact of what they were.
Amar¥ina That - and the
death pill in theu' pockets were all
they had.

Is it not possible that men who have
learned to do everything in secrecy,
who are accustomed to strange assign.
ments and who think of themselves as
embodying their country are pecu-.
liarly susceptible to." imperialistic-.
Presidents? Have they not in fact
trained themselves to behave as a
power elite?

“For 26 years,” Richard. Helms re-
marked the other day, “I had the idea
certain that I was serving my coun-
try.” That's a proud thing to be able to
say. What a shock-it must be to guch a

" man to be told that from time to time

during those 26 years he was wrong.
© 1976, 1os Angoles Times

NEW YORK TIMES
- 3 February 1975

9 CLA Panel Lawy@m Named

| Nine staff lawycrs were ap-
pointed by Vice President
Rockefeller yesterday to serve
the presidential commisston
Investigating the Central In-
telligence Agency.

They will serve under David
W. Belin, a Des Moines, Iowa,
lawyer who is executive direc-
tor. The nine lawyers include
two who have served as clerks
to Supreme Court justices and
one who is active in the Amer-
lean Civil Liberties Union.

The four senior counsel:

ot

‘ Harold Baker, 45, private at,l
{torney from Champaign, Ml i
| Ernest Gellhorn, 39, a law pro-;
"fessor at the University of
'Virginia; Robert B. Olsen, 48,
a private attorney and ACLU
board member from Kansas
City, and William W. Schwar-
zer, 49, a San Francisco trial
lawyer who is a World War 11
military intelligence veteran.

The four counsels

Marvin L. Gray Jr, 29, a8
sistant U.S. attorney in Seat-!
tle,. .Wash., and former law
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clerk to the late Justice John
M. Harlan; George A. Man-
fredi, 31, private attorney in
Los Angeles; James N. Roethe,
33, private attorney from San
 Francisco, and James B. Weid-
iner, 32, partner in the Newi
York law firm of Rogers &
Wells. ’

Named as special counsel
wag Ronald J. Greene, 32, an,
attorney with the Washmgton'
firm of Wilmer, Cutler andg
i Pickering and a ‘former cler
)to Justice Thurgood Marshall, g

| -CORRECTION

The . New . York = Times,
through an editing error, in-
correctly reported yesterday
that the Central Intelligence
Agency was under a Justice
Department subpoena in early
August, 1972, when Richard
Helms, then Director of Cen-
tral Intelligence, ordered the

. agency to withhold informa-

tion. The subpoena, ordering
the C.I.A. to produce ail
Watergate communications,
was not in effcct at the time.
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The Names m CIA FlleS°

;seE@ng9 S@me Don t

Some

By H'arry Ro:itzkc

‘i'
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:'«‘

\Rosuzkc who retired from the CIA 4n 1970 after 27 years with the agency md its pndcccmm, Mtiaud

its liaison with the FBI on Soviet espionage matters.

HE HALF-DOZEN inquiries into
the charges of *“domestic spy-
ing” by the. Central Intelligence
Agency face a challenging task on a~
confusing terrain. - ’

From a wide range of legitimate -

.counterintelligence activities involv-,
.-ing American' citizens, the investi-,
gators will have to sift out those
cases in which the CIA violated its -
charter by using secret ,agents.
dgainst Americans within the Umted
States. L
" The legitimate operatmns cover a
broad array of activities in which
‘Americans voluntarily or otherwise
fall within the purview of the CIA,"

.with their names properly entermg

its files. .
~Countless private citizens, for ex-

ample, have been “cleared” by the:

CIA before they are asked to partici-

pate in secret .or covert operations.-*

Thousands of Americans have helped
.establish such CIA-sponsoréd organi-,
“zations ‘as the Committee for.a Free
Europe, to set up foungallons for
channeling funds to covert opera:*’
tions, and to create the proprietary
companies that supply logistic sup-
‘port for CIA pata military operations.

*Hundreds of others have helped
CIA make contacts with resident for-
eigners who are of interest for fu-
ture intelligence use abroad, or in
building ‘up new identities and get-
ting jobs for- Soviet and other de-
fectors being jresettled in this coun--
try. In each case, the FBI and other’
federal files must be checked, and
in some cases a security investigation
is carried out as well, before an
American citizen is cleared for con-
tact. .

Any violations of CIA authority in
this security-investigative area can,
be examined by the committees on a.
case-by-case basis—an unauthorized
telephone ml{zlccpt or microphone,
installation, a surveillance conducted
to investigate a reported plot against,
the CIA director, the use of inform-
ants to report on the plans of Wash-"
ington demonstrators. :

FBI-CIA Cooperation
HE TERRAIN is far more con-
fused in the area of sccret do-’
‘mestic activities of the CIA’s Opera- .
tions Directorate, especially.the Do-
- .mestic Operatlons Division fnow tha

1

- Foreign Resources Division) and the
Counterintelligence Staff.

The Do-
mestic Division has been carrying out
intelligence operations against for-
eigners in the United States since the
early 1960s.” The Cqunterintelligence
Staff has, since 1946, exercised over-

all responsibility for CIA’s “world-

wide counterintelligence program.
Both have worked closely with FBL

Internal security, the .responsibil-

ity solely of the FBI,- does not in-
volve the domestic scene dlone. Any
country’s internal security = service
must have the cooperation of its for-
eign intelligence service to do its
work effectively. This cooperation is
not always easy, but for those famil-
far with conflicts between the do-

‘mestic and foreign- services in Eng-

land, France -or Germany, the differ-

ences betwen the CIA and-the FBI.

are relatively modest. In any case,

they have had only minor repercus-
-sions on the working level

' It is in this area of domeshc coun-

‘terintelligence that the committees
will find it most-difficult to estab-
lish normal and proper patterns®of -

FBI-CIA cooperation, an essential

first step toward detecting what is

improper or illegal, .

The patterns are clearest in the

most specific form .of counterintelli-

. gence — counterespionage. Here the

targets are persistent and easily iden-
tified: the actions of any hostile in-
telligence service directed againstthe
American interest.

For 30 years-the CIA and FBI
have worked closely against the So-

_viet- and East European intelligence

services, especially the  KGB, ex-
changing information about Soviet in-
telligence officers and providing each
other with leads to suspect agents. In
the past 15 years the volume of hos-

tile espionage operations has climbed

perceptibly., During the 1960s, KGB
officers were making more than 200
attempts a year to recruit Americans

stationed abroad. In the late 1960s
more than 300 KGB officers were sta- -

tioned in New York City.

The demarcation line between re-
sponsibilities of the two agencies has
always been clear in the minds of
CIA operations officers. The investi-

‘gation of suspect Americans or for. -

eigners is the exclusive province of
the FBI within the physical confines
of the United States, of the CIA

He is author of “The U.SSR ‘Today” and “Left Onl”
‘abroad From the. operators pomt of.

view, there are no “gray-zones” in
this area. :

CIA-FBI " cooperation . in - counter-
espionage matters'is mostly a. one:
way street, for the great majority of
Soviet, East European and Cuban es-

pionage operations-against the United

“'States are miounted overseas. From
- its own sources abroad, from . its

liaisons with friendly security serv-
ices, from Americang
abroad by a hostile service, the CIA

- has supplied more leads for the FBI

to follow up in the Umted States
than conversely. K
In most cases these do not inVolve
American citizenship. For example:
e CIA/Vienna 'reports from an
agent-source the dispatch of a Soviet

“illegal,” .(a staff officer .under.pri-,

‘vate ¢over) to the United States. The -
FBI takes over his survelllance at
the port of entry.

¢ ,CIA/Paris forwards informatmn
on a Soviet espionage net in New
York City from a Russian who has,
walked in to the Paris embassy The

_FBI conducts the investigation’ that’

leads to the arest of Col."Abel.
Othes cases initiated by CIA in-
volve the return of a U.S. citizen
from his overseas post: .
® An American technician in ltaly
has been recruited by a KGB officer

. for the purpose of getting computer

data from _his home_ office. Th‘e fol-

low-up in Italy is CIA’S job; o his

return {o his headquarters, it is the
FBI's Job .
- @ An embassy ﬁle clerk in. Tokyo
is approached by a young KGB offx-
cer. and ‘accepts his proposmon un-
der the direction of the CIA station.
When she is about to return to Wash-
mrrton, the FBI is informed, and it
can’ request that the operation be
terminated overscas or elect to take
over the handling of the “double”
in’ Washington. .

A “Chance” ’\[eetmg

i

. pOOPERATlON between the two

Q4 . agencies on counterespionage
targets within the United States has

been oven closer when the.CIA can:

contribute a means of access to a

Suwviet or East European intelligence -

officer stationed in New York. or
Washinglon. In cfect, the operation
becomes joint. B

A senior East European intelll-
gence officer in New York, the resi-
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‘dent in charge, is found to have been’
‘the deputy of a defector who has
dtarted a new life in Latin America.
The defector is brought to the United
States by CIA and telephones the
resident’s wife, with whom he had
an affair in the old days. He is most

cordially received, and has several.

pight-club metings with .the couple
during which he proposes that the
resident cooperate with the Ameri-

cans. The meetings are closely ob--

'servcd by both CIA and FBI officers.

" Another joint operation 1nvo!ved
an American citizen whom the CIA
was preparing for a Latin American
assignment, A file-search reveals that

at one time he knew fairly well a
secret KGB courier who is making a-
three-day stop in New York City. The'

American is brought from Pittshurgh
and a “chance” meeting with the
courier is arranged at an airline ter-
minal, with both FBI and- CIA Offl-
cers in attendance, .

These and similar counteresplon-
age operations against foreigners of-
fer a simple paradigm for counterin«
telligence operations against Ameri-

can citizens, the immediate issue be-

fore the inquiries. The basic operat-

ing rule is the same: Dealing with

American dissidents, militants, or ter-

rorists within the United States is the

FBI's job; supporting FBI operations
abroad is CIA’s job.

Here again FBI-CIA cooperatlon
is mostly a one-way street, but now
running in the other direction. Since
the targets are Americans on the do-

estic scene, the main flow of leads
s from the FBI to CIA for overseas
‘action. Only occasionally does a CIA
operation abroad come up with a lead
for FBI action at home.

Over the years the FBI has made’

countless requests for overseas ac-
tion on American Communist leaders
traveling abroad to determine whom
they visited, what instructions they
received in Paris or Prague, what
funds they might bring back. Other
FBI' targets have been reported on
by CIA during their attendance at
peace rallies or other Soviet front
meetings in- Europe.

In the 1960s these requests mount-
ed and broadened in scope as the
New Left, on and off campus, began
to creaté turmoil on the American
scene. . )

. Thus, a leading anti-war militant

makes a trip to Paris, apparently to

visit the North Vietnamese delega-
tion. Whom does he meet? What do
they talk about? Any other contacts?

A Black-Panther on the run flees
to Algiers. Does he plan to return?
With whom is he in touch? Any con-
tacts with the Sovie} or' Cuban em.

|
'
i
i

‘bassies?

A student achvxst in Chicago fhcs
to Bonn to make contact with the
leader of a revolutionary German

student group. Why?

. These requests can be multiphed

by the hundred. They are often easy
"to satisfy with the help of friendly

foreign security services that have as
great an interest as the FBI in run-

ning down the internatioal contacts

of their militants and revolutionary
groups. Sometimes the answers can
be obtained from CIA agents whom

the local station has inserted in the-

wide-ranging Soviet and other Com-
munist establishments to monitor
their non-diplomatic activities.

Terrorists and Smugglers
URING THE SIXTIES some CIA
stations in Europe. also began
to pay more attention to such non-
Communist organizations of the New
Left as the “proletarian” socialist
parties and the Trotzkyists, Moaists
and Castroites, which sprang up in
great profusion. Many were concen-

trated on university campuses, and -

CIA agents within- them were able:
to answer questions on their outside
connections, including those with par-
allel orgaizations in the U.S, move-
ment,

The names of any Amencans that
came up in these operations were
given the amount of investigative at-
tention they deserved —by the CIA

while they are overseas, by the FBI.
-when (and if) they came home.
It is perhaps "also worth noting:

that this same clean-cut division of
labor applies to the handling of coun-

terintelligence operations against in-.

ternational terrorists and drug-smug-

glers, with the leads coming-mostly -

from the CIA to the FBI: -
© A CIA agent in a Latin Ameri-
can terrcrist group learns of plans

. for attacking an American embassy

(action CIA) or sending a team to
New York City (action FBI).

® A CIA penetration of a heroin
ring in Istanbul comes up with the
name of an American connection, If

~ the connection isin the United States,

the action goes to the FBI and Drug
Enforcement Administration.
. It is against this pattern of normal
practice that the inquiries can best
asséss individual cases in which the
CIA (or the FBI) may have over-
stepped ifs authority. Such cases are
likely to fall into that narrow area in
which CIA officers carry out opera-
tions within the United States that
are normally handled by the FBI
In a typical case, a CIA officer in
Europe develops over a two-year pe-

'and mtcgﬂty.

'riod a close relationship with one of
his agents, a Communist organizer. in

‘the European maritime unions. The
‘organizer is sent for six months t6 ~

Baltimore to work with the local
maritime unions, and, the FBI is in-
formed. After a working-level dis-
‘cusion, the FBI agrees that the CIA
officer continue to handle him be-

cause of their close relationship. His

reporting goes to the FBI, and the

FBI asks the CIA officer for any .

information it wants from his contact
with the organizer, - 5
Another type of case comes even

closer to the .thin line between CIA™
In this situa-

and FBI jurisdiction.
tion, an American student is being’
prepared for an assignment to France,
where he will attempt to report on
Soviet and North Vietnamese contacts
with the New Left. CIA helps him
develop a cover for his role as a stu--
dent activist by having him associate
with radical groups on an American
campus. With his bona fides as a
*radical” established, he will be more
readily accepted by student activists
on a. French campus, .

In cases of this sort CIA’s domestic
actions are directly connected with
its foreign counterintelligence re-
sponsibilties. Whether they fall into
& white, gray or black area will be
a subtle question for the mquxrles

to detvrmme :
?

GrouncLLevel’: -Questions

HE. INVESTIGATORS have. a-
threefold task: to establish
facts, judge their legality or ﬂlegal
ity, and recommend executive or leg-
islative remedies if they are needed.
The operational facts come first. The
issue of “domestic spying” is sur-
rounded by so much.confusion and
suspicion that the inquiries will do
the nation littlé good unless they
come up with the facts that will set-
tle questions in the public mind.’ If.
%ivil liberties were violated, whose,

.how and when? If the CIA or the:

FBI overstepped its charter bounds,

. who- did what where? If someone

broke the law, who did what?

Answers to these ground-level ques-
tions may be of more importance to
the citizen than recommendations
for remedial legislation, tighter over-
sight, or broad injunctions to the
President to ride closer herd on his -
secret agencies.

1t is only by coming up with hard
facts that the presidential and con-
gressional inquests can gain public.
respect and allay public suspicion of
their-own and the CIA’s competence

s
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s D ' NATIONAL REVIEW

CIA in Wonderland:
In the beginning God created Terra, and set her spinningf
through space and time. More recently a mixed crew of |
demigods has launched a substitate planet, Media, of '
their own devising. Like those multiple ‘space-time con-
tinuums in science fiction, Media and Terra intersect at
various nodes, but elsewhere their ‘realitics, in spite of
superficial similarities, have little in common: cf. the
standard Media rerun of the Vietnam reality—as pre-
sented, say, in nightly TV broadcasts—or the two ver-
sions of a school busing dispute.

The current CIA flap appears to us as a Media epi-| -

, ters,

sode with only the flimsiest attachments to Terran' real-
ity. In appropriate demigod mode, the New York Times,
burning to get even with the Washington Post and Los
Angeles Times for their Watergate triumphs, created this
new CIA turmoil out of next to nothing, and in a trice
it reverberated throughout all Mediadom. Never was
there a more numerous crop of .anonymous sources and
anonymous victims. In Media, no less than 10,000 inno-
cents have been practically shoved into the furnace by
CIA storm troops. (In Terra, meanwhile, not one single-
citizen has complained of personal harm or damage from-
their vile machinations.) In New York magazine, Media-
nite Tad Szulc poured out 6,000 horror-struck words:

about what “might” be in “the White House tapes and' -

documents,” what the Pentagon may have ordered some!
time or other, what “one possibility” is according to
what “some knowledgeable State Department officials”’
say, what “is widely known in Washington,” and about
“the extraordimary combination of-a coverup of the

CIA’s domestic activity . . . with -esoteric intrigues within -
. Y- g

the Agency itself” that, “if this theory is correct, we may
be facing.” - ~ BRI .

i

Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : C_IALRDP77-00432R000100350091‘-8" SRS

3L .JAN 1975

Interestingly enough, in Szulc’s-own Media epic there
are two brief .intrusions from ‘the Terran comtinuum:,
“The dividing line between the Agency's foreign and_ do-:
mestic counterintelligence work , . . is completely
blurred, particularly since J. Edgar Hoover, ‘the FBT’s!

- late director, suspended all counterespionage «coopera-'
:tion with the'CIA in 1969. . .. That which CIA officials’

speaking privately have conceded to be the ‘grey area’
of _operations is the surveillance of American citizens
suspected of contacts with foreign intelligence. Although
the 1947 National Security Act, which created the CIA,

- specifically forbids domestic police functions by the

Agency, it is ‘argued that such activity is simply an ex-
tension of foreign counterintelligence.” On' the basis of -
which quotations a sober Terran might conclude: even

granted the CIA exceeded its mandate, this would seem

pretations of the laws and regulations, and to practical

necessities, as to the criminal desire of protofascist plot--

‘President Ford seems to have eétimated-thi;fgxme and

- fuss at its true value. His Blue Ribboh !\Commission con-

sists, for the most part, of solid and r¢asonably well in-
formed types who know what goes on and are able to

" distinguish real events in Terra from pseudo-events in

Media. We may hope and expect that they will gradu-
ally anesthetize the frothing patient that the President
assigned to their clinic. '

‘We should note, however, that, once it was raised,
many persons here and elsewhere joined this 'hue and

Pl

cry against .the: CIA, not to sell newspapers or TV pro-
grams. nor to correct abuses dangerous to liberty, but . :

"destroy. CIA and to make it impossible for the U.S. to

maintain any sort of effective counterintelligence and-
counterespionage function. Ex-agent Philip Agee, the
creep whose book, Inside the Company: CIA Diary, has
just-been published in Britain, is one of those who do not
disguise their objectives. He has named hundreds of CIA-——
agents, collaborators, and cover organizations he says he
came to know about on a Latin American assignment,
and he states he has done so with the deliberate purpose

- of blowing their identities and wrecking CIA operations.

And this is often the effect of the exposures or alleged
exposures (which can be equally damaging) now being
made daily by those who insist they have only the patri-
otic aim of protecting the citizens of the U.S. from police

" state practices.

You cannot have a confidential agency unless it oper-
ates confidentially. Before tossing aside the possibility, it
would be well to reflect on some of the-things we as
persons and as a nation confront at the moment: global
and rapidly growing clandestine terrorist organizations;
nuclear weapons on land, on and under the sea, and in
the air, all immune to direct inspections; intecnational
revolutionary and subversive organizations pledged to
the destruction of our nation and our society—to name
a few not likely to be exorcised by Media editorials.

,‘8 )
.
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THE PRESIDENCY/HUGH SIDEY

LB. J, Hoover and Domestic Spymg

-As the mists of a decade of White House conspiracy are
rolled back, there is a better view of Lyndon Johnson. The
new trails of CIA and FBI domestic spying, however uncertain
as yet, lead back to his Oval Office and that towering figure of
contradictions. Those ravaged patrons of Richard Nixon are
quick to suggest that L.B.J. was asbad as or worse than the dis-
graced 37th President. But that has not yet been proved.

What seems more likely is that there was an unusual com-
bination of people and events in the mid-1960s. There was
J. Edgar Hoover, the aging head of the FBI, who kept in his pri-
vate safe the hottest files on important people and dribbled the
information out to Presidents when it served his power-hungry
purpose. Hoover kaew his man; Johnson had a voracious ap-
petite for gossip. Then there was Cartha (Deke) Deloach, Hoo-
ver’s deputy, who felt that he might be named Hoover’s re-
placement under Johnson. Deloach became a courier to the
White House of the juicy gleanings from the FBIL.

And then there was Johnson, schooled in the tangles of
Texas politics, tutored by Master Plotter Franklin Roosevelt,
tempered in the Senate’s school of

one man said, that -Johnson -aides
thought they were not fit for the-Pres-
ident to see. They were sent back to the
bureau. .

‘Shortly after Johnson took office, the;, .
transcript and tapes of Martin Luther King's bedroom activ-
ities were spirited to him. He read the accounts, which an aide
described as being “like an erotic book.” He listened to the
tapes that even had the noises of thebedsprings.

‘When a Johnson assmtant oncedefended King'’s antiwar ac-
tivities, L.B.J. exploded: “Goddammit, if only.you could hear
what that hypocritical preacher does sexually.” The aide tried
to joke. “Sounds good, Mr. President,” he said. A huge grin ap-
peared momentarily on Johnson’s face, but he quickly cauc,ht
it and returned to his threatening self.

‘An aide remembers being with Johnson and Hoover when
Hoover was reporting on important people linked to the gam-
bling world. Johnson was fascinated, but hesitant. How did
Hoover know these things? he asked. Because of wiretaps, Hoo-
ver told the President. Then Hoover would drop a tidbit or
two. Johnson was all ears, but hé would protest, “All right, all
right,” as if he wanted Hoover to stop. Hoover did not stop.
He kept on talking, and L.B.J. kept on listening. Johnson

» Was hooked and Hoover knew it.

the deal, and ultimately a man
who believed that there were no
accidents in politics, only conspir-
acies. He armored himself with in-
timate knowledge of those he be-
lieved conspired against him,
which was almost everybody. “I
don’t trust anybody but Lady
Bird,” he once said, “and some-
-times I’'m not sure about her.”

He never accepted the find-
ings of the Warren Commission
and believed always that John
Kennedy’s assassination was a
conspiracy by Communists in re-
taliation for a reported effort by
Kennedy to have Fidel Castro
killed. He believed that the race
riots in the ghettos and the peace
marches in the streets were being
paid for by the Red Chinese. “I
know there is Chinese Communist money there,” he kept tell-
ing his aides.

L.B.J. was convmced that BobbyKennedy had bugged him
all'during the time that he was Vice President. He frequently
called the €A “Murder Incorporated” because he believed that
the CIA had gone ahead and killed South Vietnam’s President
Ngo Dinh Diem against Kennedy’swishes. He had a further no-
tion that the CfA was somehow linked with the Mafia.

. . -

He read and reported with relish the findings of the Trea-
sury in the biggest tax cases. He bragged once that he knew
within minutes what Senator William Fulbright, then chair-
man of the Foreign Relations Committee, had said at-lunch at
the Soviet embassy or what Soviet contacts had told other mem-
bers of Congress at cocktail parties. He insisted that the So-
viets were building Viet Nam opposition in Congress and the

press. He slapped his thigh with delight when he got a report
from the FBI about a rrominent Republican Senator who fre-
quented a select Chicago bordelloand had some kinky sexual
preferences, all of which were reported in detail. The infor-
mation came from a madam who was an FBIinformer.

As the 1968 Democratic Convention approached, the FBI
sent Johnson almost daily reports on the people and events of
that unsetiled time. One Johnsen aide remembers that there
was information about the activitiesof Congressmen and Sen-
‘ators. The FBI reports were often included in the President's
night reading, and sometimes they were such ‘“‘garbage,” as

HOOVER & JOHNSON AT THE WHITE HOUSE IN 1967

Yet for all of this, Johnson
sometimes denounced bugging as
if it were original sin. “The worst
thing in our society would be to
not be able to pick up a phone
for fearof it being tapped,” he told
one of his men. “I don’t want any
wiretapping,” he said when he
was designingthe Safe Streets Act.
However, Senator John McClel-
lan talked him into -including a
provision for wiretapping. The
Congress then provided more au-
thority than agreed upen, so John-
son ordered the Justice Depart-
mentnot to use that power.

Atone point Johnson became
so angry at Hoover and the bu-
reau that he ordered his Secret
Servicedetail chief, Rufus Young-
blood, to go over to Justice and
take over. the FBL Youngblood went there, wandered around
for a few days, but the order was never formalized. Two of John-

3
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'son’s closest friends warned L.B.J. that Hoover was disregard-

ing the civil liberties of many people. It was then that Johnson
gave his pungent summation of why he kept Hoover: 1 would
rather have h'un inside the tent-pissing out than outside the
tent pissing in.”

None of the Johnson men remembers any written ord°rs
to the FBI or the.CIA on all this dirty linen. The material just
came in, and Johnson seemed to understand. But then there
came a day when that changed, at least with the FBI. After John-
son had announced that he would not seek re-election in 1968,
he learned from an intelligence report that Anna Chennault,
widow of famed World War II Flying Tiger General Claire
Chennault and a money raiser for the 1963 Nixon campaign,
had got in touch with the Saigon government. It was suspect-
ed, at the least, that she was urging them not to cooperate with
Johnson in his last days, but wait for Nixon to be elected. The
belief in the White House then was that a high Republican trav-
eling with Vice ‘Presidential Candidate Spiro Agnew had got
to Mme. Chennault to urge her tocarry the message to Saigon.
When Johnson demanded 'to know who the contact on the
Agnew plane might have been, the FBI's proven ability to de-
tect such sources suddenly and mysteriously faltered. As one
of Johnson’s most trusted ‘men put it Jast week, “The power
had passed.” Indeed it had. Another conspirator was about to
enter the White House, and the FBI was getting ready for him.
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memg-m mveﬁ‘ m

By Harry Kelly
Chicago Trisure Press Service i T
WASHINGTONThe " nanie, "ou " the’
door of the second floor is Intertel. It is
a name of intrigue, myslery, and con-
troversy. :
- It inspired suspicion in the hc'\rt o(
Whlte Iouse spy Jack Caullicld. He
contended Intertél was a Democratic

espionage operation with an “old boy's *

network” in all the agencies oi the 1\1.\-.
on administration; 7

Intertel, as a blue-ribbon pnvate se-
eurity firm, has been involved with all
the hcadhne names: Howard Hughes,
I.T.7T., Las Vegas, Caribbean gambling, |
the. Unxlcd States Drug Enforcc-m.ntl
Admiaistration, and the Maha |

NOW IT IS under the cyes of iwo |
Senate investizaling committees with '
former Nixon assistant Charles Colson
telling two scnators in an out-of-prison -
interview that he believes Intertel Lias .
been a Cen(ral Intellrgcncc Agency ¢ov—-

.er

B That s bull " says Tntertel President
Robert Peloquin, onclime Navy intelli-
gence officer, Natiorial Security Agency
aide and Justice Department official in_
the Kennedy and’ Johnson 'ldmmm(rq.
tions.

. Colson rcpmtedly contended 'in his
{alk with Senators Lowell Weicker [R.,
Conn.}, and Toward Baker IR, 'lcnn]
that he once had been warned in the
‘White House that *“you can't tell where
the Hughes Corparation begins and the
CIa lcz\ves off.” Iughes has been a
majox' Intertel client: :

INTERTEL 1S housed on lhe sccontd
floor of an office building a short walk
from the White House. The building has
become a little scedy with age and its
first floor has been (Lscmhowelcd by_
sulm ay construction. -

Its @ appearanceg: only adds to the
shadowy charisma of Intertel, less well "
knom\ as Intornational Intelhgence Inc.
It'is to prwatc cyes what the Federal,
Bureau' of Inv estigatien is. lu Sam.
Spade. B )

' TIME
10 FEB 1975

" “Intertel was -organized' after Rxchard
Nixon entered -the White House as a
management consulting firm specializ-
ing in secinity and, bacl».ground investi-
gnhons

~ITS ROSTER of cmplo} (] mcludcs a’

formet supervisor of the FBI’s internal.
sceurity investigations, the deputy di-
reclor of security for the State Depart-
ment, chief of the National Sccurity.
Ageucy s spccml projects section, a su-
pervisor. of "infelligence aclivities. for:
the ¥BI, chief of the former Bureau of
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs’ intelli-,
gence dwxsxon and chief of the’ Internal
Revenue Servxce s intelligence division. :
Intertel's dircctor of intelligence is
‘Edward M. Mullin, formerly of the nar-,
‘cotics bureau, the FBI, AND CIA. i
""Intertel has becn caught in a corner;
of the tangled.web of Watergate. - g
*.COLSON,” WHO FOR’ months has:
bécn trying ‘to lay Watérgate at the’
‘door of the CIA, was brought from de-

tention to-tlie Alexandria comthouse to :

tal o Weicker and Baker, "¢ -

Citasst canil.

+In addition to claiming that the cIA
used or owned Intertel, Colson report-:
edly contended that when Nixon once
demanded he investigale the possibility.
of CIA involvement in Walergate, he:
was warned off by J. Fred Buzhardt, o

former Defense Departinent . counsel:

and White House Jawyer.

“Sources quoted-Colson as saying Buz-
hardt told him some CIA and Hughes
operations “had intermingled and he
should stay away for fear of involving
“some important Republicans.”

" TIE SOURCES ackuowledge the like-

lihood that the CIA uscd as a cover in
overseas operations the Hughes Corpe-
ration which also manufaciured techni-
cal or scientific equxpmcnt for the intel-
ligence agency.,

As another back:,}o{md link, a hood- "

lum teslified that ex-FBI agent Robert

" Dem spies?

Maheu, v.ho n‘anaﬂed hugnes hotel
and casino operations in Las Vegas
Nev., tricd to hire him to assassinate
Cub:m Premier Fidel Lastto, saymg he
was acting for the CIA... i
- Some Intertel pcople tlunk thc rcason
Colsou thinks—or says he thinks—Inter-

_teliis a CIA front is that Yughes hired

another firm which was a CIA cov er.
HUGHES EMPLOYED as a public

_ relations firm in Washingion the Mul-
" len Co., which had close links with tke

CIA. It afforded cover for CIA cpera-.
tions, employed former CIA agent and-
White House “plumber” E. Howard.
Hunt, and its president, Robert Ben-

nett, reported his knowledge of Hunt’s

activities to a CIA case officer soon

.after the Watergate break-in, well be-

fore Hunt’s invelvement became public. -

~ As further fuel for the Senzle investi-
gation of the CIA, according to sources,
classified CIA documents that Baker

" used in compxhng' an early report on

the agoncy’s. links to the Vratergate -

sca.ndal make several references {o In-,
- tertel. The sources declinzd to d.sdase

what is'said in the sml-clasaz.{xed docuq
ments .
-.Reportedly there . is “no sc..xd evi-
dence?’ in the material—which Baker
hopes the CIA will ultimately declassxfy
—ihat Intertel was used by the CIA. .

- INTERTEL" - OFFICIALS Peloqmn"- :
and General Counsel Tom \IcKeca
deny it categorically.

. “We are not owned by and pever in
the existence of the organization been
employed by the CIA,” Peloquin said. =

. IN THE BACKGROUND is the theory
of Senate Watergate investigators, is-
sued in a staff report, thet the Water-
gate break-m may have been aa .—,ﬁ.empz.

Coxmmttee Chairman . Larrence
O‘Bnen had-any damaging décuments-
linking Hughes and l\mon o Brien had
also been on the Hughes pagroll.

Leapin’ Johnson Lizards

~ Re CIA “Revelations and Resigna-
tions™ [Jan. 13}: Wow! For security rea-
sons, in *62 during the Kennedy Admin-

istration a Domestic’ Operations Divi-
sion (DOD) was set up in the CIA! Holy
Democrat! And—wiretaps in the '60s!
Leapin’ Johnson lizards! Not only Wa-
S tergat&s, but also Demogates'

) Will Bartlett
Dover-Foxcroft, Me.

The information on citizens in the
" CIA and FBI dossiers [Feb. 3] gives these
agencies power over Americans. At the
same time, the secrecy with which these
agencies operate denies citizens infor-
mation, and therefore.power, over them.
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In the case of the CIA, even ifs budget is
secret. The Constitution’s requirement
that “a legal statement and account of °
the receipts and expenditures of all pub-
lic money shall be published from time
to time” has simply been disregarded.

We need two reforms. We need an
end .to all political dossier building by
the FBI, the CIA and all other govern-
ment agencies. We also need full infor-
mation on what our agencles of govern-
ment are doing.

A government with information
about us that denies us information-
about it turns the very idea of a democ-
racy upside down.

Aryeh Neier, Executive Director
) Amencan Civil Liberties Unton
'10 ~ New York City
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Chilean Cites
"71 Kissinger
Assurances

- By Lewis H. Diuguid -

‘Washington Post Staff Writer
Former =~ Ambassador . Or-
lzndo Letelier charged last
week that Henry A. Kissinger
<suk the initiative to assure
him personally in late 1971 of
[ nonintervention by the Cen-
'tral Intelligence Agency in
Chile, although the publie rec-
srd now clearly indicates in-
' olvement by the agency. .
Letelier, ambassador here!

L 2or the governmernt of Presi-.

| izat Salvador Allende, was!
mprisoned for a year by the
siilitary  junta that seized
power in September, 1973. He
i3 now a lecturer at American
University. -

Kissinger’s initiative in De-
sember, 1971, followed allega-
tions of a CIA role in the first
major anti-Allende demonstra-
{ion in Santiago, the women’s
march of the empty pots. -

“Kissinger asked me to as-
sure President Allende that
there was not a single person
‘avolved either directly or in-
ireetly ,” Letelier said.

Letelier first made the alle-
gation in a tclevision inter-
view, saying the assurance of
-aonintervention was made by
a4 high official. Asked to con-
firm that the official was Kis-
singer, Letelier did so. .

The meeting took place fol-
lowing a dinner at the home of
columnist Joseph Alsop. Lete-
! ier said he was told Kissinger
‘would come with a special’
‘message for him. “He drew me-
aside to say:that there were
no CIA people involved in any
internal Chilean problem,”
said the former ambassador.

A spokesman for the State
Department said Kissinger “had
10 recollection of any conversa-
tion” such as Letelier describes,
and does not recall meeting
him at the Alsop residence.

Alsop does remember the din-
zner but he said he did not re-
member Kissinger coming,

When the 1971 women’s po-
test against food shortages
took place, pro-Allende news-
papers in Chile and clsewhere
noted the similarity of -the;
demonstration to these by
women in Brazil, allegedly
with CIA backing, priot to the
1964 coup ocusting a left-wing
government in that country.

Letelier said he Dbelieved
Kissinger’s assurances, passed
them to Allende and used
them as a basis for counseling
restraint in later instances
when his government sus-
pected U.S. involvement in
Chilean affairs. .

Kissinger at that time was
the presidential adviser on na-
tional security affairs. In
other encounters, Kissinger in-

Approve

dicated personal respect for

Allende and said he was con- |

sidering a visit to Chile, ac-
cording to Letelier.
* However, according to Rep.
Michael J. Harrington (D-
Mass.), CIA Director William
E. Colby testified” before a
ﬁouse subcommittee last_
pril that the Forty Commit-;
tee of the National Security!
Council authorized $5 million
for anti-Allende efforts follow-;
ing the election of the Marxist;
in late 1970. [
The government has nol
specified what form that activ-
ity took, beyond a press con-
ference statement by Presi-
dent Ford last September,indi-.
cating that the money went to
support opposition parties and
newspapers.
- State Department authori-
ties privately contend the CIA
efforts were aimed at -keeping
an oppressed opposition alive,
not at bringiiig down. the Al-.
lende government. They deny:
that any aid went to, strikes or
demonstrators such ' as the;
women. —
Letelier said that in retro--

spect he sees evidence of a. -

wide U.S. role, an “infemal‘i

‘machine” of outside interven-
tion that he contends was deci-
sive in Allende’s fall. . 5

Letelier also said he' be-
lieves that the CIA was re-
sponsible for the May, 1972;
bhreak-in at the Chilean em.
bassy. No arrests were ever
made in the break-in, which:
came a month before the in-
truders were caught at the
Watergate. He- noted that,
Chile was then in critical ne-
gotiations with the Interna-
‘tional Telephone and- Tele-
.graph Corp. on nationalization
of its properties.

Two months earlier, colum-
nist Jack Anderson had pub-
lished documents revealing
ITT efforts to engage the CIA
_in efforts to prevent Allende’s
ascension to the presidency.

Letelier said the only item of
inmportance stolen from the em-
bassy was his mailing list, but
he said other rifled documents
undoubtedly were photograph-

ed.

- By mid-1973, Letelier indi-
cated that Chile had further
indications of CIA
ment. He cited statements by
an American saying he was a
former CIA agent who sought
a Chilean passport in return
for revelations of anti-Allende
activities.

Letelier said that he could
not recall the man's name,
but that Chile assisted him in
reaching Sweden after taking
his testimony in Santiago.

involve-|

An  American pjlot Ilater

called the embassy offering to
sell information on flight of
,arms to rightist Chilean guer-’
_rillas; Letelier said. The offer
was turned down but the gen-;
.eral data conformed with the:
government’s own findings of|
alleged CIA aclivities, he
added.. '

BALTIMORE SUN
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f'An emotional

.vl)lasts/ Poét on lying

Washington Bureau of The Sun

Washinglon—Henry A. Kis-
singer, his voice strained from
emclion, yesterday attacked
the Washington Post for its
handling of a charge that he
once lied to the former Chilean
ambassador to Washington.

The Post, said. in. its, Mon-
day editions that the ambassa-
dor, Orlando Letelier, said that
Mr. Kissinger had falsely lold
him in 1971 that the Central
‘Intelligence Agency had ahso-
lutely no involvement in Chi-
lean politics. )

Mr. Letelier was at the time
representing the government of
Salvador Allende. He said that
Mr. Kissinger took him aside
at a dinner party given by

Kissinger ™
story. ...

i

“to say that there were no CIA.
people involved in any internal
Chilean problem.” - C

William E. Colby, directorof =
the Central  Intelligence
Agency, testified to a congres-
sional committee last spring
that the Forty Committee,
which oversees American intel-
ligence activities, authorized
the expenditure of $5 million
for activities against the Al-
lende government, Mr. Kissin-
f:r is chairman of the commit-

e. .

Mr. Kissinger said yesterday
that since the Post carried
his denial well into the body of
the story, readers would be
left with the' impression that

Joseph Alsop, the colummist,

he had lied.

BALTIMORE SUN
11 February 1975

- CIA Prescience:

Dorrestic spying may

!

not be the only way in

: Which the CIA has viewed ifs mandate a bit toe

broadly. A recent CIA move to initiate a privately-
conducted stndy of mass transit »

, S transit researchi in Europe
would seem to be an example, especially since the
Department of Transportation probably long since

has gathered the informa

tion and would give it to

- the CIA free of charge. But the concern motivating
the study makes sense. In a letter outlining the stud-

* ¥, the CIA says that economic, ecological and other

- concerns may “drastically alter futuré ground and -

-air transport requirémen

ts,” and that most new

mass-transit technology is being developed abroad.
':.U.'S. industry, the letter says, may be facing danger-
ous competitive threats if it doesn’t catch up. No
CIA investigation is needed to tell the nation that
- rail-'and mass transit technology here has been.
largely moribund while the Europeans and Japanese
.ha‘{e been forging ahead with super -high-speed
trau?s, magnetic levitation and tracked: hovercraft.
But in displaying its interest, the intelligence agency

still seems to lack,

During  that period the
Forty Committee chaired by
Kissinger authorized $2.5 mil-
lion more for Chile, some of it
to influence an important elec-
tion, according to the Harring-
ton account of Colby's testi-
mony

Despite the evidence cited
by Letelier, Chile made no
formal accusation against the
United States. Letelier left:
Washington to become foreigni
minister and then defense
minister. By August, 1973, he
said, the government ~ ha
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is displaying preSciencg of a kind American industry

taken up a new round of talks
aimed at settling differences
with the United States.

Left-wing Socialists advised
Allende against negotiatingE
with 'a country they believed|
was seeking to overthrow his:
governroent, but Letelier said
Allende went ahead, in part as
a concession to the armed
forces which sought concilia-
tion, :

The talks in August prod-
uced-no public resuits and the
coup came Sept. 11. . -
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Meg Greenfield _ -

Invitation to.

Everything has its ‘usefulness, in-.
‘cluding, 1 suspect, the-muscle-hound
and” accident-prone inefficiencies of
our federal government. Consider only

'the saving incompetence of the Water- "~

;gate crowd. Frustrated in ‘their .at-.

{tempts to gét the great engine of gov-. .

‘ernment to do the dirty work for them,
‘in the end. they foundered on their
* own weakness for bureaucratic compli-
‘cation and excess: too many records,
‘too many participants, too much organ-
jzational structure, too much junk. ’

- These thoughts are prompted by the

current controversy in Washington
over the dossier-making and/or file-
‘keeping iSsue. You do not, I. think,
have to resolve the still-open questions:.
concerning-the latest charges against
_the FBI and the CIA to accept one
‘general proposition. It is—as any small
. businessman or student-loan applicant
~or war protester can tell you—that
" government at all levels has long since .
.crossed the boundary hetween legiti-
mate - and * illegitimate intelligence
. gathering and file making ‘on Ameri-
Zcan citizens. For the CIA and the FBI"
~are far from being unigue among Fed-
_eral agencies in having investigators in
the field or in amassing vast amounts
“of material of questionable relevance -
{and propriety in their files. And that is
where the saving sprawl and ineptness
of governmeént come in. For it may be
accounted one of the blessings of our
_time that for all its snoopery and stor-
age capacity, the government does not
,necessarily know what it knows—or,
even how to find out. . R
.. T offer in evidence a personal remi-
_niscence from the Kennedy years. The

episode, ‘'set off by an angry letter - -
‘from .Bertrand Russell to The New: . ®
~York Times, has always struck me as -

“peing both illuminating-and oddly ve-.
assuring. Lord Russell, feeling more
scourgelike than informative, in effect
“had only this to say: .it was a sad com;
mentary on America’s pretensions to-
democracy that, for all our talk of
freedom, the government had locked
“up poor Don Martin for expressing his
‘dissent and now was refusing to let -
him out of prison—for shame. -
Don Martin? Evidently along with a
posse of other reporters, I rang the ap-
propriate .assistant to the ~ Attorney.
General and asked who Don Martin
was and what the Department of Jus-
tice had done to him. “God, don’t we
wish we l-;,ne_w,” came the reply, fol-
lowed by assurances from the harassed’
aide who was working on it that I
would be placed prominently on the
“call-back” ‘list of _journalists wha
wanted to know. R

-
A
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. my prominence on the list. So 1 did

- Tinhe passed, and so did my faith in .

* the obvious, reasonable thing—which -

is. somehow outside government's
grasp. Figuring it sounded like some-
thing the American Civil Liberties Un-

yer there and was told at once that
Don Martin was a youth who had been
jailed for his part in a “row-out” pro-
test against our nuclear-submarine fa-
* ¢ility in Groton, Conn. I was referred

after a helpful chat, in turn put me on
to the federal judge in the case. The
-judge ‘discussed the public aspects of

' ‘the case and -then suggested that I -
seek Justice Department permission to -

speak to-a person he named over there

who was familiar with the status. of ef-

forts to secure the youth’s release. .
No one who works in Washington

will be surprised at the greeting 1 re-.

ceived from the (now frantic) Justice

“Department aide -whom I .called to- .

R ST A
" The writer is deputy editor of the

_ leditorial . page. This. column orgi-

- nally appedredk in Newswé_ek. F

i

ion would know about, I called a law- .

to young Mr., Martin’s attorney who, .

’

R i AT St s

a Bonfire

Civil War refugee yrogram. He found
this fact inexpressisly funny. But arns-
one who has ever tried to straightes
outa case of mistaken identity with =
credit bureau or who has followed the -
nightmare experiences of those publie
and private figures who have sought ts

- expunge from the record haif-hiddew

seck that permission -several hours af-

ter our original exchange. “Look,” he
blurted into the phone, “we’re working
. on it, and we will call you back. We
are 90 per cent certain it's something
that came out of the civil-rights dem-

want to nail it down.” - - '

inefficiency as kéeper and producer of
the files. Even when it ought to know,
it often  doesu’t. Still, one cheer is
plenty. For this built-in bureaucratic
maladroitness has its limits as a virtue
—and also its potential as a vice. It’s
‘not just that fancy computer retrieval

systems now threaten to make the util- -

ization of government files much eas-

ier. The fact is that bureaucratic in-
. competence and point-missing have.

dlso managed to stuff government’s
files with . irrelevant, damaging and
false information concerning thou-
sands of citizens. -
The late Francis E. Walter, who was
chairman of the House Un-American
Activities Committee during the time

Al

of some of its worst excesses, once told;

me that his own name had turned up
on one of the committee’s dragnet lists
of potential subversives, owing to a

o

—_— .

onstrations in Albany,  Ga., but we'

One cheer, then, for Zovernment’s-

libels -that have plagued their careers
will know that these things are am-
thing but funny. The Fibber McGeey
closet - of government-acquired infe™
mation on the personal lives of citizene

_may be--happily—a model of disorder-

*and inAccessibility, but from time
time someone .is going to open the
door.. e R .

The recently enacted federal privacy
statute attempts to diminish some «€
‘these dangers. But since it is limited i

scope, and leaves enforcement of new

curbs on government agencies largely-
-to the agencies themselves, I think it
effect is bound to be modest, For we
can take it as the nearest thing we
have to an immutable law that instita-

. tions. involved in intelligence zather:

ing and record keeping can almostal-

 ways think of a reason to pursue their

-inquiries, and almost never of a reasom
to close or destroy the files, It is inter

. . esting to note, in this connection, that

-even as members of Congress. express
their outrage over the: FBI’s .pryinz
into their private lives, there has bees’

. no . congressional groundswell to dis-

mantle the notorious files (on ‘othersy -

" of the House' Un-American Activities.
. Committee; which was allowed to am-

ble along, pursuing its. inquiries anf
making its official notations until just
a few weeks ago. I

The-sad fact is that there is hardly
an agency or branch of government or
political group-or faction that has nel
somehow contributed to the condition
in which we now find ourselves, in

- cluding, I would add, those of us whs

have urged an enlarged governmentak

. role in people’s affairs over the past

contribution he had made to a Spanish fire.
- . - . . [ — . c L
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few decades—without thinking about

" this . predictahle result. Now we are

well beyond the point where inquiries
into the possible malefaction of certaie
government employees or passage ef

“modest statutes can have much effeck

For we have to decide not just how we
wish to control this intelligence-gather
ing mania in the future but what we
wish to do.with the mountain of exist’
ing government files that clearly ex-
ceed-the bounds of any decent nationzl
purpose or need, On the theory that
we can’t count on Washington's in-
competence forever, I am for a bom

P P B N F
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[COLBY WATHHOLDS
|DATAONPOLICEAD

|Asserts Prbgraiﬁs of Local|
Agencies Would Suffer
j. From C.I-A. Disclosure .

By DAVID BURNHAM
Special to The New York Times

‘WASHINGTON, Feb’ 4—Wil-
fiam E. Colby, tWe Director of
Central Intelligence, has re-
fused to identify police depart-
ments he says his agency assis-
ted-until two years ago because
“such publication could hamper
current police programs.” .

Mr. Colby, in a letter to Re-
presentative Edward 1. Koch,
Democrat-Liberal of Manhat-
tan, said, “Confidentaility of re-
lationships is generally a prere-
quisite to good inteiligence. If
we are forced to violate the
trust - and confidence under
which these relatios relation-
ships were established, our re-
putation and effectiveness as a
serious intelligence agency will
be seriously impared.”
- The Central' -Intelliggnce
Agency is currently facing in-
vestigations of allegedly iilegal
involvement in domestic intel-
ligence activities by committees
of the House and Senate and a
panel established by President

rd. .

Mr. Koch first inquired about
_Ithe C.LA’s relationships with

police departments two years
ago following publication . in|
T%le New York Times of reports
that high ranking officials in
the New York Police Depart-
ment had undergone training at
the agency’s headquarters in
Langley, Va.
For Dozen Departments

As a result of Mr. Koch's in-
quiry, - the House Government
Operations Committee initiated
a limited investigation.that:res
sulted in the C.LA.s admission
that it had provided assistance
and training to “a dozen city
and ‘county police depart-
ments.” : N

" The agency, though it insisted
that the contacts with the po-
lice departments did not violate
its charter, announced, in a let-
ter to the House committee dat-
ed Jan. 29, 1973, the termina-
tion of all such activities.

About this time, the identities
of several additional police de-
partments  that had Dbeen
trained or otherwise assisted by
,the C.LA, became known. Be-
sides New Yok, they included
the departments in Washing-
ton, Boston, Fairfax County,
Va., and Montgomery County,
M ;

d.

1t was a letter from Mr. Ko-
chon Jan. 9 of this year about|
the identity of the remaining™
seven departments the agency:
had assisted that prompted Mr,
Colby to refuse tohame them.

After making his request, Mr.|

Koch said, “With the recent
press reports concerning the
extensive activities of the
C.LA.,.1 would think that the
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Colson & the cm,ymﬁe‘ :

During two long px:ison _conversations,
Charles Colson has given Sen. Lowell .

Weicker, R-Coon., & vivid account of White
House-influenced covert activities conduct-
ed by the Central Intelligence Agency dur-
ing the Nixon administration. . :
The senator plans to volunteer the sub-
stance of those conversations to the new
Senate committee to investigate CIA opera-
tions of the President’s cammission to
probe the agency’s alleged domestic sur-
veillance activities, which is chaired by
Vice President Nelson Rockefeller,

When Colson was a ruthless and po-(yér-

. ful White House assistant pulling the strings

of some Nixon team “dirty tricks,” Weicker

~would have nothing to do with him. Their

distgste was mutual. But now that Colson is
behind bars, convicted, of obstructing jus-
tice, Weicker has been to visit him twice. _

Furtherrﬁore, Weicker has indicated to

associates that he is convinced Colson is a,

different man, capable of being a credible
witness in areas of his personal knowledge.
1f the investigating bodies also believe that,
either or both may ask Colson to testify.
After Colson pleaded guilty to one count
of obstructing justice in return for the Jus-
tice Department dropping all other charges
pending against him, it ‘was widely expect-

ed that he would provide significant infor-’

-mation about the Watergate crimes. While
a member of the inner Nixon crowd, howev-
er, Colson apparently operated somewhat
independently of the others. If he knew of
any bombshells implicating the president,
he never dropped them.

Colson has not_been fully interrogated
under oath in public, however, about his
knowledge of specific CIA operations. Ac-
cording to sources close to Weicker, Colson

has now made several allegations about.

€IA domestic activities, at least one of

which purportedly implicates Secretary of .~

State Henry Kissinger.
. In the White House, Colson apparently
dealt with CIA personnel occasionally. E.

}ioward Huant Jr.,"2 former CIA agent who )
is one of the convicted Watergate burglars,"

operated from an office inside the White
House listed as under Colson's generet st-
pervision. John Dean accused Colson of or-
dering Hunt to forge a State Depariment
cable linking the assassinanation of Seuth

, Vietnamese- President. Ngo Diah Diem in

19563 with the late President Kennedy, but
Colson denied the charge. o
-When the grim spector of prison began
to loom over him, Colson dramaticaily be-
came a religious convert. Despite the fact

- he went off to jail clutching two Bibles, not

ail those who used 40 know him are saiisfi=d
that he has sincerely reformed. But Weick-
er appears to believe that new and more no-
ble impulses now motivate Colson to el the
truth, . ’ S
It is interesting that it should be Weick-
er who has become Colson's contact with

i the outside world. Weicker was the most

outspoken Republican on the Senate Wzter-
gate Committee, the first to denousnce the

. Nixon crowd and the first to call for the res-

ignations of H.R. (Bob) Haldeman and Iohn
Ehrlichman. He accused the Nixon Admin-
istration of hurting the Republican Pen¥
and “dragging politics into the gutter™ and
urged the internal Revenue Service {o ye-
examine Nixon's tax deduction for his vice
presidential papers; all back at a time when
other GOP politicians were gingerly pussy-
footing around the problem in hopes that it

" would vanish into thin air.

He has done his own investigations frem
time to time and independently disclosed
the other day that a former CIA ageat hzd
viewed assassination equipment dispiaved
by a Virginia firm which wished to sell it 10

" the government. -

He did not, however, seek a spot ex the
new Senate committee probing the CIA .. "I
don’t want to be known just as an investiza-
tor,” he told associates. . But collezguss
point out that Senate Minority Leader Frgh
Scott, who made the selections, was not
pleased by Weicker's Watergate perform-
ance and views him:as an untrusmwority
maverick. -

.1t doesn't matter. Weicker runs his own
show anyway. :

Y

linformation 1 am requesting
lcould not possibly be consi-
‘dered classified.”

According to the C.LA. and
the New York Police Depart-
ment, 14 New York policemen,
including former First Deputy;
Police Commissioner Wwilliam
'H. L. Smith, received training in
the computerized handling of!
intelligence information during
September, 1972.

The training for the other de-
partments reportedly included.
the detection of wiretaps and
other secret recording devices,
the techniques of secret surveil-
lance and methods for finding
xplosive charges. .

The C.LA. said it did not be-
lieve the training activities
violated either the letter or
spirit of the 1947 law establish-
ing the agency, which said it
“shall have no police, subpoena,
law enforcement or internal se-
curity functions” in the United
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ROCKEFELLER SEES |
LONGERC.I.A.INQUIRY.

WASHINGTON, Feb, 3 (AP)—'
Vice President Rockefeller said
today that his commission’s in-
vestigation of alleged domestic
spying by the Central Intelli-

gence Agency might require’
more than the three-month
period set by President Ford. |
~ Speaking to reporters at thei
‘end of the commission’s fourth|
weekly meeting, Mr. Rockefeller
‘said “we'll do our best” to
complete the ‘inquiry by April,
put added that “we may have
to ask for additional time.”

once reportedly headed 2 coun-
terintelligence group, which the
C.LA. director, William E.
Colby, has conceded kegt files
on 10,000 American citizens.!

Mr. Rockefeller descried Mr.;
Ober as the “former chief of the:
speecial operations greup of
C.LA.” but refused to dscuss
Mr. Ober's testimony.

Mr. Ober, now on the staff]
of the National Security Coun-
cil, again declined to make any
comment to reporters. It was

l

his second .appearance before
the Rockefeller commission.
Earlier, the commissiona heard
from Lyman B, Kirkpatrick Jr.,
formerly No. 3 man at the
agency and now a profzssor ofl
political science at Brown Uni.»l

The panel heard further testi-| |Versity. - )
ho e et o S

imony from Richard Ober, w.
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Kept From F Bi, Enqmry Told

7. By Lawrence Meyer- -

? Wl&hmzton Post Staff Writer

© James W. McCord’s letters]
to the .Central Intelligence
‘Agency written “tafter the
‘Watergate break-in were with-

‘held from the Watergate pros-|-

ecutors on: orders: from - CIA

‘Director Richard M. Helms,|

according to sworn testimony.

Helms ordered the’ letters

beld by the CIA, despite the.

strong recommendation of
CIA security director Howard.
J. Osborn' that they should be
‘turned over to the FBI, after|
the agency’s general counsel
told Helms that the CIA had
.no legal obligation to give!
them to the FBI, according to
testimony before a ‘House sub-
' committee, S

The lettérs written between
the Watergate break-in and
the start of the first Water-
gate trial, could have had af
“significant effect” ‘on the in-
vestigation, according to act-

ing U.S. Attorney Farl J 'Sil.l°

bert, the chief prosecutor in
the first Watergate trial.

The CIA's failure to turn
"Watergate conspirator Me-
Cord’s letters over to the in-
vestigators was called “a sup-

pression of evidence” by Rep.|

Lucien Nedzi, chairman of the
House Armed Services Sub.
commmee on Intelhgence dur-}
ing closed hearings in May,
1973. Testimony from those
hearings was reeently; made
pubhc

"Helms ordered MeCord’s s sm
letters to be held: by the CIA
after the agency’s general
counsel, Lawrence Houston,
told Helms “that we had no le-

gal responsiblity to pass the .
letter on. to any other autHor-|
ites” according to Houstons
testimony.

» Houston testified that in his
experience as generai counsel|
to the CIA since 1947 criminal
defendants had attempted to.
construct a defense by involv-
ing the CIA. In many cases,
Houstun said, this-attempt was
‘a bluff.and the bluff collapsed
when the CIA wailed out the
situation. -

Where the defense was actu»
ally presented, Houston - said,
the CIA countered it by pre-|
senting documentation or wit-

-nesses to refute the ciaim.- 4
! Houston did not,
persuade Nedzi during his tes-
timony that the CIA had dcted |-
properly in withholding the;
letters from thé ‘¥BI, the pros-

ecutors and - the Justice De/

) 'and

partment

'was to keep the CIA from be-
ing linked’ publicly to the
Watergate affair, .

. Osborn, during his testx-
mony - on™~ May 24, 1973, re-
counted how a letter signed’

‘only “Jim” in an envelope ad-i

dressed to"Helms with no re-
turn address had come to his
desk about Aug. 1, 1972—some
six weeks after the Watergate
break-m At first dismissing it

“crank’ mail,” Osborn’ said
he then re?cogmzed the signa-
ture as that of McCord, who
had worked for Osborn at the
‘CIA

Osborn testlfxed that he
showed the letter to Helms
said~ that "he was
“reasonably sure” it was from

McCord. “I told him that I felt'
“pvery strongly that the- letter
to the: .

'should be turned over
Federal. Bureau of Investxga-
tion.”

Helms, Osborn said, declded
to get Hotiston’s legal advxce
on the matter, -

“I participated, I stayed m
and remained in that conver-

In a session that at tintes be-‘ L
-came heated, Houston admit-
!'ted that part "of his ‘motivation.

‘_tlons about the CIA. ' J

: questions, contained in what.

.Satioinr when Mr. Houslon and
Mr. Helms dlscussed the legal’
- aspects of it,”
fied. “At the time, 1 don’t
think I really. agreed with xt’
but, you know ¥ worked for;
Mr. Helms, he was my boss,” :

‘leagues, l\IcCord asserted: “1
‘have the evidence of the in-

however] .’

1972, and addressed to one of
McCords former CIA col-

volvement of ' (former Attor-

.ney General John N.) Mitchell}

tand others,” sufficient to .con-

!vince a jury, the Congress andf

xthe Press.” 1

When Houston ar"ued that
the CIA had no legal responsi:
bility to turn the letters over
to the FBI or prosecutors,
Nedzi told" him that he agreed
“that you had no direct legal
responsibility at that time to
do this,” but that “the reason-
able thmﬂ to have done would

“Osborn_ testi-

* In one letter, dated Dec. 29,|

have been to immediately noti-
fy the FBI that such a letter
was from a defendant..
Houston :said that xt was
“very obvious from the  news-.
papers tbm any information,
‘that went to the prosccutor's
-office was appearing in the pa-
,pers very shortly after .that .

.And since the last thing we N

wanted to' ‘do was _interject
ourselves into the case and
stir 1p  newspaper stories
and rumors that we had been
‘involved, I,felt that I wanted
.to deal with this matter with
ithe Department of Justice and
the prosecuting attorney when
Lthe issue c@rose as ‘it subse.

quently did .

The issue nrose when - Sil-

‘bert told the CIA he was con- -

cerned that a defendant might
bring the CIA into the case
and asked Houston’s deputy,
{John Warner, a series of ques-

The answers to Silbert’s)

Houston described as an

“elaborate - report.” ‘went not
to Silbert but to his’ superiors
at the Justice Department.:
Houston then did not mention
McCord’s letters, he testified,
because “I honestly dldnt
think of it.”
. At another point, Houston
asserted that the letters werel-
“not pertlnent to the FBI's m-v
terest ”
“Why wouldnt you let- the

FBI make that determina-

tion?” Nedzi asked Houston. -
Houston also ‘attempted to.
Jjustify his recommendation by,

- explaining, “I was not askedq

‘to give it (McCord’s letter), 1,
was asked whether ‘'we had to|
give it, and in my opinion I

said, “No.”

“Your opinion; in my Judd“
ment, ? Armed Services Com-,
miitee chief counsel Frank M.;
Slatinshek told Houston, "was
very, very poor.”

Nedzi- told Houston that he
understood the desire to “keep
the agency’s skirts clean,” but.
he added, “under these cir-
cumstances the desires se

I lto be somewhat excessive Be-]

cause I do think that in effect
‘there has been a suppressnon
‘of eyidence.”- -, o
. Osborn also. told the subeom-
mittee that while investigating
:the contacts of the Watergate
jconspirators with the CIA, he
had . been -told by, Helms to
“fotget about” a- matter involv-.
mv .the loan by’ the CIA of a
g, tape recorder ‘ant ‘other’
?matenals to ‘Watergate conspi-
rator E. Howard Hunt Jr. Os-
‘born said- Helms told him, “*[
will handle that. You take care
of the-rest of it.’” -
. Helms’* sworn tesumony {)e'i
‘fore the, Senate Select Water»«
gate committee appears to con—
fhct with the testimony given
'by Osborn and Houston, Helms-
was asked on Aug. 2, 1973 by.
assistant chlef counsel David_ -
Dorsen if “any relative infor--
mation (was) withheld by the
CIA to the FBI and Justice De--
‘partment, information that you:
were aware of while the events.
were taking place in June, July.
or August of 1972.” :
: “Slr_ I do not believe m"
Helms' replied, “Does the recs
ord ‘show that there was :mv-.
thing of this kind?” 1
Dorsen replied that he hadq
no evidence .to the contrary.}
“Well,” Helms said, “I do not:
e1ther but I just want to be,
sure that my recollectlon
tracked mth th.e facts S

NEW YORK DAILY NEWS
L ¥EB 1975 o

_%ABC.
plans to present a

May on ‘the Central Intelligence
Agency, said yesterday that it
had received permission to tane
inside the agency’s|
_headquarters in Langley, Va, The!
program, however, does not e‘:-‘
pect to reweal any secret m-

its:cameras

formation.

Av Westin, a vice president of
ABC* News and director of TV
documentaries, said:

“The Central
Ageicy has broken
by . agreeing to our

‘News . Closcup,” .which

TV report next

Intelhgence
a precedent
request to

14

admit cameras for an extensive
look at the agency. We will have
access to examine and film spe-
cific elements fn the intelligence '
gathering operations.”

William Colby, CIA director,
and other agency officials and
employes will be interviewed on.
the docu*nentary, Westin' said..
“Our purpdse is to develop an-
objective, balanced report on the.

A _covering its funruons, its
pohcxes and its® methods oﬁ opera-~

tion.” . e
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B S’EK{’M& ““E-S ﬂcztndzﬂa, Azs ﬁxew be-

12 known one by one, x-ead 11ke a.

“"‘.sgh draft of “1984."

,‘J@ Army was uptlght about OIeo'

2" Gl coffechouse outside Ft. Hood,

e 2 md s50"Clee Strut was put under sur-
‘zncé by military intelligence agents

2FBL -among ‘other things,. was busy

—-ving to penetrate the Black Student Umon.

; .«eznsylvama Military ° Collef'e.

~IBS ‘Was scanning 1he.tax returns of-

ummingé Engine Foundation, looking’

~r violations because that tax-exempt foun--

sidon’ %ax/e some money to black actstta

‘he I‘TA whm‘h is sunnosed to &nqha.- in

fa3dss sy u-r’vnvu *O saST a2

“"Those dls.wmted fraﬂments are now begm-
- %g to form a more coherent pxcture over

t;mty—,{s,bying on American cjtizens."]t
done with ‘'videotape cameras -and elec-
ic _bugs;- with undercover agents and
& mformers, with fam:y -computers and
th the tacit cousent or even encourage-
‘r. of two Presxden?.s from both polmcal

r senatcr
tom’_North - Carolina, .said’ wel]
Jufortunately, in the Yeat of pohtlcal cri-

overnment and the men tbat w1e1d its

Theu‘ reactlon is’ to .combat . those
“ored by any power: they have at hand —:ex-
% he power of- better xdeas and better

reVerit_its- happening again? 1If the
:¢ongiessional - committees on “-intel:
: seriously confront the complex his-
<ry:of these episodes, they wﬂ.l fmd that
3 sf”‘,important quesnons are still
unanswered, o
ssues of - legality which surmund
vernment surveillance are -at best. unset.
d and,"even now, civil libertarians argue
at there'is no firm legal barrier to prevent
bimilar” .controversies if the nation finds. xt-
el in a future period. of domestic turmoil.
What 'is” the long-term danger? It may
x.aumd meélodramatic to’invoke the image of
Cieorge Orwell’ “1984." And yet, if society,
aﬁs _;o punish .political spying or {o-build

enough to envixlon the entuai acceptance

‘of these practices as legitimate activities,
- not.just in times of social stress, but always. .

That path would .surely lead to a’society’
quite“different from the Amerlcan ideal,-a.

‘place where unorthodox 1deas and free ex-
':pressmu are permanently mmbxted by the

government’s computer memory: . .
- It.is-still not-entirely clear “what deci
sxons produced thls explosmn of survexl

~ance and dirty tricks.“There are at lea<t two

‘competing -theories.- One, which “might be
"called-the-theory of “spontaneous combus-.
‘tion;” suggesfs that these: vanous ‘branches
of government,’ watching the same fnghten
ing’t events reacted mdxvxdually but in.simi-
'In'r 117:17:. The" nf‘hng fhel)ry hf_ﬂd! that" 1he
CIA or’ the FBI weren’t acting uresponsxbly
‘on“their own- passxon but 'were fo]lowmg
"orders ‘from above.” - - :
Although the iactual ev1dence isn‘t set-
ﬂed at.least this ‘mucéh.is clear' that these

’ actwmes grew out of common reflexes of

fear,: thaLthe regular mhlbxtmns of -decent |
men or traditional legal restrdints. which are
supposed to preveat such abuses- of power
proved inadeqiiate, not Just in'the CIA or
the Justice Department.or the 'FBI, but.in
‘the White House. Citiés were burning. Radl-
cals were, indeed, planting bombs.in publie
bl.uldmgs. ‘The citizens'- protest .movement
agamst the war-in Vxetnam—rwh.lch seemed
:o 1mpotent in terms of changm, govern-
“ment policy—was most; effective m-inghten-
ing the men who made that' pohcy. -
Lookmg back, the circumstantial ewdenco

~does suggest that all of these activities were,

mterrelatbd at.least t0 some- degree. In a,
:8ense, ‘that 'is mmgatmg testimony -for the’
mdmdual agencies. If one -concludes that all’
nf ‘these .bureaucracies 'were’ respondmg* to
the same alarm bells; then it is- more dx.(.ﬁ-
cult to portray the: CIA ox‘ th 'FBI as’a
secret police force that has.run amok in- a’
democratxc socxety. 5

TWO Pemods o£ Reactwn

HE- SIMPLIFIED lusto of 'venu runl

like “this:-
Theré ‘were two distinet. periods ot fear

gather ‘intelligence- on society’s- trouble»mak-
“ers, whether they were. anti-war demonstra. :

'tors or black achvists in: Amenca s central
’ - ‘formation with the poverty program'’s agen-

. The first was in- Jate 1967 a’ or a tumultu-
‘ous:summer of wrban riots, when the Justice’
Department ‘under Attorney General Ram-

-sey Clark formed its Inter-Divisional Infor-

272 -RbP77-00432R0001 00350001-8

tions. and Pn:{dant Johnson't White Hotuse
expressed to various departments—irom the
CIA to the Pentagon—thé ‘héed for béfter
1ntemgence ‘on’ the domestie dlscord.
_Alot ot things started in those months' In
the sprmg of 1968, for instance, the’ “FBI or-
‘dered- its 5 ﬁeld offices; to’ develop "ghetm
informants ‘3t least one for each' ‘of tha bu~
reau s 8000 agents, It also launched its, now-
infamous’ OOINTELPRO operatlons aimed’
at dxsmphng New Left groups, It broadened
its rcgula.t surveillance, im;ludmg 'wn'etap.a
and paid inﬁltrntors on both black and anua
war groups..- ‘-_ )
The Army,. ln that ‘same per'od 1ssued an
“lntelhgence collection plan"—distmbuted
€0 300° federal offices—which authorized sur-
vexllance on the. premise that:rlots were
“eaused: by “militant agltators” and, “rabble-
rousing ' meetings .; and fxery agltatmn
speeches of exu‘emist civil rights ‘groups.”

. Military intelligence, was equally interested

in' monitoring “subversive’'; efforts like the
underground ‘newspapers and “GI. coffee-
houses which 'were fosterin‘ T esistanc to
the Army.” .7 S - :
*. The CIA, as the publlc recenﬂy learned
‘also participated in its own Jimited way. The
Intelligence agency . “mserted" -10 ' agents
taslde dissident’ zroupa in_the ,Washlngton
area, on the pretext “that it wal"protect.lng
CIA: bulldmgs ‘against assault “
The second time o£ crisis within the gov-
ernment —which is better known probably
‘because it was weil exposed during ths.
Wafergate scandal—came in the summer of.
1970 when:a young White House aide named
Tom,..,Charles Huston wrote 'his ; famous

¢o ‘the' CIA to, the Pentagona National Secu.
rity Agency, to signup. for a broad and ex-’
plicitly illegal campaign of surveillance. All
but .‘I Edgar Hoover, of thekFBI were wﬁl-

“The CIA by its own account bccame ac-
tive again, planting'a dozen or so agents in-
‘side “dissident cu'cles," allegedly to search
for foreign- conneetwns. The Interndl Reve:
nue Service, meantime, had Initiated in’ the
summer of ;1969 ‘its own “special services
staff,” collectmg names of. political  dissen-
ters and investigating their taxes, And the
FBI was" seiiding its . agents onto college
campuses, with orders to start files on every
Black Student Umon. m the natiou. I A

Tanwhzuw Leads

N BOTH PDRIODS the - record is studé
-'ded with ' tantalizing leads( essential!y
um'esolved w}uch suggest that these vari-
_ous .programs. were more closely ‘coordis-
aied than an one has quite admitied Fur

¢ When Ramsey Clark lssued his ﬂrst
marching order’ for the IDIU, he noted:
“"You arefree to. consult with the FBI and
other intem"ence ‘agencies .in the govern:

-’ ‘ment 1o draw on' their -experience_in main-

Jtaining simxlar units, to explorq the possxbe

“when. the federal govemment ‘mobilized to 1t

_now.receive, i ! s
*® Clark’s 'assistant attorney general for
civil rights, John Doar, suggested trading m-

Cles, the Internal Revenue Service, the Nar=

cotics Bureau, the Post O[flce and the A!cov

hol, Tnx and Tobacco unit of Treasury. V &
-® The -Army's varlous intelligence coliec-
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lors shiared their information With Justice . Pentagon, for instance, insisted later that

‘on a'regular basis and, indeed, got fxequixt
'zequests for - data.; After ‘Army”photog,ra-
phers, posing as “Mldwest Video,” took tilms

2f the demonstrators at the 1868 Democratid -

p(mventwn in Chicago, Deputy - Attorney.
"per LW, rren. Christophe. asked for cop-.
8 tAn Army “couectxon plan" lssued in:
1968 listed the. CIA -amoriz the cooperating «
agencles whmh would provide information; *
‘ © The IRS, when it launched its super-se-
"cret program aimed at radxcals, started with *
777 names and quickly grew to a file with 11,
"438 names. About 55 per cent came from the
| I'BI, but IRS also .*coordinated” with the
‘Defense Department and sought Secret
Service files. The IRS targets included those’
;on both the left and the right—local chap- -
.ters of moderate civil rights organizations, a
(Black Muslim temple, a Jewish organization,

Jabor unions, a law students’ association,”:'

"three universities, even a branch of the Re-
- publican. Party. -

© When the CIA got Into the business, it. ;

received names from Justice’s IDIU and the -
[FBL - In turn, the CIA traded its own data
‘with metropolitan- police departments all
over the country, most. of whom have their:
vown “red squads” to look after pohtxcal dis-
%enters.

® At various times, many of these agencxes
“s7ere called together to “coordinate,” though

"officials of each insisted later that they were . ’
L1ot- familiar with the particulars of what *

.)thers were doing. Thus, for example, for- °
mer Attorney General Clark has denied .

-ywn IDIU got data from it, or even knowing
about the FBI's COINTELPRO, though it
wyas in his own department

. @ Victor Marchetti, formerly a high offi.-
~ial at CIA, recalled recently that in 1967
“resident Johnson was pushing the intelli-
,{ence community to pursue the anti-war

movement more actively and that Director :*
 Richard Hélms resisted much of the pres- .

sure. “Helms came in one day [to a daily:,
(C1A meeting] and said the military would -
J;andle -most of the action and the FBI
would help out,” Marchetti related. “In the

JIA, you get the feeling this was a put-off ..

story, the cover story. I learned subse-
quently the agency was training local police
“orces in this country. If you were going
into domestic intelligence work, it would
:make sense to train the police .and maybe -
fpenetrate them.” '

During the Nixon years, }luston assem-
Lled all of the agencies at the same table.
The Nixon adminisiration claimed that the
so-called Huston Plan was
mented, but the same organizations—the
FBI, the CIA, NSA, the Defense Intelligence
\Agency, the Secret Service and the White
House—met weekly for two years after-
wards under the Intelligence Evaluation
Committee, a group  launched by Robert
iardian when he Wwas -assistant attorney
zeneral for internal security. In 1972, after
the Army had pulled back from its massive
spying, it still lent a hand to Mardian's IEC,
ncluding three counter-intelligence analysts
sent to help out at the national political con-
ventions.

he “Deniabiliiy” Principle
w7HO REALLY KNEW what was going
on? The bureaucratic principle of

“deniability” seems to have permeated the
government, and it is hard to reach precise

never imple- ..

they were misled by Army intelligence peo-
ple who blandly asserted that the bulk of
‘the intelligence information was collected
‘by the FBI and merely passed on for Army
.analysis. There are a lot of internal docu-
ments which-seem to corroborate that claim.
© On the other hand, Under Secretary of
‘Defense Paul Nitze approved 100 new slots
«for Army intelligence in 1968 (trimming the
Army request from 167). What were all
.'those jobs supposed to be for? And in early
1969 Army General Counsel Robert E. Jor-

.+ dan tried to persuade thé Nixon administra-

..tion to adopt a new inter-agency policy re-
‘stricting the military role and shifting the
main responsibility for spying to the Justice

:;Department (the effort failed). Why make

thnt policy flght if no one grasped what was

gomg on?

Who knew about the Army spying? In the
summer of 1969, after the change of adminis.
“trations, the.new under secretary of the
+Army got a phone call from Fred Vinson,
-'former assistant attorney general in Ramsey
“Clark’s Justice Department.. Vinson, accord-
Cing to an Army memorandum, “had indi-
/cated "that he was concerned about the

Army’s role in domestic intelligence activi-
-ties and that he understood the Army had

i ‘two separate computerized intelligence set.
,ups.’ ” How did a Justice Department offi-
_ cial know what Pentagon officials claimed
! not to know?

In short, while mvestigatxons have not yet
.pinned down the precise relationships be-
‘tween these various surveillance activities,

tnowing bout the Arm y spying, though his . : it is clear that the traditional jurisdictional

lmes between agencies became almost mean-,
Yingless. The “files” are interwoven. They fed
“upon each other. The computer tapes trav.
“eled freely around town, from Pennsylvama
-‘Avenue to Langley to an IRS computer in

7 Rockville. .

“ Undoing the damage which those files can
inflict on individual reputations,
credit ratings or whatever is not so
“easy. The Army, for instance, issued what it

< regards as very tough regulations in early

: 1871, halting general surveillance and re-

quiring all intelligence units to “clean” their

“{iles, to reduce the holdings drastically and
to re-verify periodically any information
. which is still there.
*  Two years later, however, when Pentagon
inspection teams went out, they found some
' curious items.
-+ At Travis Air Force Base the 1nte1hdence
‘office still held datasuch as an “estimate of
- Enemy Sifuations,” including reports on sev-
- eral local dissident groups “which were tar-
‘geted against Travis AFB and which were
~'thought to pose a real or potential threat to
the base.” Another California air base still
"had a list of “enemy forces” covering leftist
groups dating back to the Abraham Lincoln
Brigade of the Spanish civil war.
At the Presidio Army headquarters in San
Francisco, the files- still contained a listing
+of local personalities whom the local mili-.
itary intelligence officers regarded as worth
watching—Communists, socialists and others.
At Fort Dix, N.J., the inspectors found

.~lists of organizations and people dating back

"0 1964. In Hawaii, mlhtary intelligence was
‘still keeping tabs on “Liberatéd Barracks,” a

“ 'GI underground newspaper which the files

‘proclaimed was “targeted against the mili-
tary” and, therefore, subject to surveillance
-under the new rules.

In Washington, the Penlagon announces.

N

onclusions. The civilian managers at the A:ipenodicauy that it has discovered yet an-

careers,-
;

other file system or computer bank that was
supposed to be purged in 1971. Just a few
weeks ago, ‘they found a microfilm library
on civilians at the Fofrestal Buﬂamg

“In bureaucratic language, when a file is
“purged,” it does not necessarily mean that
it has been “destroyed.” Sometimes thé ma-
terial is simply stored elsewhere in a “non-
active” status.. The CIA, for that matter, has "
been “eliminating” names from its own
counterintelligence files' on 10,000 Ameri.
cans, but that does not really settle things.
So far, about 1,000 names have been re-
moved . from the active index, but Director
William E. Colby noted that these “could
be reconstituted should this be required.”

Except for official good mtentlons, there
is* not much-.to- prevent any of these
agencies from ‘again launching a general
sufveillance of citizens they - regard as
‘“dangerous” to the national survival. The
CIA, for instance, has acknowledged halting
some activities of dubious propriety, but it
has not conceded that.any of them—from
burglary to opening private mail—was illegal.

Attorney General .William Saxbe condem-
ned the FBI's COINTELPRO as a deplorable

.use of government power—but FBI Director

Clarence Kelley refused to do so.

The Army’s tougher regulations require
approval for covert operations at high levels
in the civilian management, but the rules
still permit something called “Aggressive
Counterintelligence Programs,” as well as
“clandestine”  operations  defined as
“illegal,” if Pentagon officials decide the
“threat” is serious enough.

The fact is that, despite strong opinicr:s
on the impropriety of these actuities the
questions of their legality have not been set-
tled by Congress or the courts. One test of
sincerity for the various intelligence agen-
cies will be whether they support legislation
making political surveillance by them an ex-
plicit offense.. Last year, when Sen. Ervin
proposed such a limitation for the military,
the Pentagon helped block the bill. In the
meantime, a long list of cases is working its
way through the courts, intended to define
the citizen’s protection against an overly cu-
rious government.

Isit legal for any government agency, for
instance, to commit a burglary—entering
private premises without a warrant—even to
ensure that an employee is not leaking na-
tional secrets? The Fourth Amendment .says
not, and theré is no Iaw which authoritizes
such tactics. The CIA might claim some
vague authority inherent in its charter
responsibilities—“the protection of intelli-
gence sources and methods”—but John -Ehrl-
ichman lost in eourt when he invoked a sim-
ilar “national sceurity” argument as the de-
fense for the Ellsberg burglary.

Breaking-and-entering, however, is proba-
bly the clearest of the issues. Opening pri-
vate mail, for-instance, is widely regarded as
forbidden without a search warrant, but one
government official says.there is a national

‘security exception which might cover the

CIA’s extended “mail cover” programs

Confhclm" Commands

WHAT ABOUT political spymg general-
ly, or keeping files on citizens who
have not been charged with any crime,
much less convicted of one?

The question, even when applied to the
CIA, is more complicated than it seems. It is
true that the National Security Act of 1947
prohibits the CIA from any “internal secu-
Tity"” functions, but the charter also author-
izes the agency not only to protect
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““intelligence sources ‘and ‘methods” but to
‘perform “such other functions”. which the
National Security Council assigns it. Thus,
the ‘CIA charter has one restrictive com-
mand telling the agency to. stay out of do-
mestic surveillance—and two loopholes
which might be used to justify just about
anything in the name of “national” securxty ”

The question of what those words mean
Inas been litigated only once, apparently, and
the CIA -won. According to Thomas B. Ross
62 the Chicago Sun-Times, co-author of “The
Tnvisible Government,” a federal judge held
in a 1966 civil libel suit involving a CIA
agent that the agency does have authority to
eollect its foreign intelligence 1n51de the
nited States.

“The fact that the 1mmed1ate mtelhgence
gouree is located in the United States does
ot make it an ‘internal security function’
over which the CIA has no authority,” Judge
Roszel C. Thomsen declared. “The court con-
cludes that activities by the CIA to protect
ts foreign intelligence sources located in
lhe United States are within the power
granted by Congress'to the CIA.” .

When Sen. Ervin’s subcommittee investi-
gated Army spying, Ervin concluded: “There
is no question that military surveillance of
civilian political activity is illegal, at least in
the sense that it was not authorized by law.”,

But William Rehnquist, who was then
assistant attorney genéral, argued that the
President’s constitutional responsibility to
see “that the laws be faithfully executed”
‘gives the executive branch not just authority
to prosecute crimes, but also to prevent
them. Under that inherent power, he argued,
surveillance aimed at preventing violénce
or civil disturbances was legitimate.

Rehnquist, as it happened, got another
charce to express his views on the same
matter after he became a Supreme Court
justice. Over the protest of ACLU lawyers,
he cast the deciding vote in Tatum v. Laird,
rulmg against a challenge to Army spying
which contended that the mere act of mili-
tary surveillance “chilled” the First Amend-
ment right of free political expression of
Arlo Tatum, an anti-war activist who was
“targeted” by military intelligence. )

‘The Supreme Court held that a citizen
could not sue the government for spying un-
. less he can prowe ‘that the surveillance dam-
aged him in some tangible way. Now the
American Civil Liberties Union lawyers are’

moving forward with new cases intended to
show just that. Among the plaintiffs are
Americans living in Germany who were un-
der Army surveillance in 1972 as members
of the Berlin Democratic Club and who had

their security clearances held up as a result..

“The Army files,” says ACLU lawyer John
Shattuck, “all state that these people were

doing things that might pose a threat to the
military. What these people were doing was
campai‘gning for George McGovern.” - .

Showing “Probable Cause”
ESPITE THE SETBACK of the Tatum
case, Shattuck is generally optimistic
about the series of lawsuits now aimed at
limiting the government’s discretion in sur-
veillance, including the one against Secre-
tary of State Henry Kissinger for ‘the 17
“national security” wiretaps authorized. by
the Nixon. adrministration in 1969 and an.
other to be filed soon against the ClA’s

counter-intelligence files.

“We're trying to have the courts set stand-
ards that would prohibit the CIA, the FBI
and the Army from having a free hand to do

whatever they want to do,” Shattuck says. -
“They are operating essentially without au-

thority in all of these areas. The only thing
they can point to is the kind of generalized
‘authority. ” -

Meanwhile, the ACLU is pushing Con- -

gress to draw the toughest standards of all.
A variety of reform proposals has been in-
troduced, ranging from flat prohibition of
political spying to strict precedural systems
requiring - a court warrant for any sur-
veillance of private citizens by any agency )
Shattuck wants to have both.

Thus, if a government agency percexves a
possxble crime or even a potential crime, it
would have to demonstrate “probable cause”
before a federal judge to secure a warrant.
“If the executive branch is so _paranoid that
it believes the courts are a security risk,
then we're really in- bad shape m thls coun-
try,” Shattuck says. : ..

The Busing Case

ENTELLIGE\‘CE AGENCIES in the past
have successfully resisted any leglsla’don
in that direction, partly on the practical
ground that the FBI, for example, might
have to take every investigation before a
judge to prove that ns crxmmal not politi.

.cal.

LOS ANGELES TIMES
9 February 1975

U.S. ENVOY IN PERU SAYS
CIA HAD NO HAND IN RIOTS

Beyond"that the distinctions between
criminal and political sometimes become
highly debatable. In the 1960s, for example,
the FBI penetrated and disrupted the Ku
Klux Klan without much complaint fmm lib-
erals.

The anti- busmg controversy in South Bos-
ton right now offers a better example of the
‘dilemma. Nick Flannery, director of the
Lawyers Committee for Civil Rights, wrote
to the Justice Department last month, com-
“plaining that the FBI was not aggressive
enough in. its surveillance of an anti- -busing
organization whxch he feared would stimu-
late violence.

. “At the very minimum,” Flannery wrote
“the bureau should have developed infor-
mants in ROAR [for Restore Our Alienated
Rights] and its agents should be at South
Boston High and elsewhere, depending on
their intelligen‘ce.data to act upon violations
of law, as they are committed, father than
invesmgatmg after the fact on the bams of
complaints.” :

Yet that is precisely the sort of rahonale
which led the Army and the FBI and others
to spy on anti-war organizations and black
groups in the late 1960s—the fear of vioclent
protest. They were “political” organizations.
So is ROAR. The Justice Department is
caught in the middle again.

But the close cases are not the heart of
"the controversy. So much of the surveillance
‘activities of recent years have been so mzas-
‘sive and aimless in scope that the connec-
‘tion with possible criminal charges is tenu-
'ous or non-existent. Sen. Ervin’s admonition
to tue Internal Revenue Service might just
as well apply to the other agencies. “The
purpose of the IRS,” Ervin warned, “s to
enforce the tax laws, not to enforce pohtxcal
orthodoxy.”

In a way, the remedy for legitimate law
enforcement interests—as opposed to aim-
less desires for ' political surveillance—-
might be just what the ACLU has pro-
posed: a clear definition of the purposes
for which a governmént agency can spy of

. someone. If that agency cannot convine

a third party, such as a federal judge, that
it"has in mind a legitimate investigation of
crime, then it odught to keep hands off.
Obviously, this would inhibit the investiga-
tors and, no doubt, it would reduce the
amount of»survexllance undertaken. That is
precisely what's needed. .

LIMA, Peru (UPI)—US. Ambassa-
-dor Robert W. Dean Saturday issued
"a statement denying allegations in

Peruvian newspapers that agents of .

the Central Intelligence Agency had’
helped instigate violent riots in Lima.

"As the representative of the
government of the United States in
; Peru, 1 state categorically that neith-

", er the CIA nor any other agency of

the US. government has been in-
volved in any way.in these lamenta-
“ble ‘events” Dean said in a commi-
nique distributed to all Peruvian
“news media."

Twenty Peruvian military judges
Saturday began hearing the cases
‘against 1,300 persons arrested for

provad ForlReleuse 200HOBI08 SOMRDBTFH0048

" nesday's and Thursday's disturbances,

-stemming from riots earlier this week

that were touched off by the'army's
repression of a police strike.

Embassy officials said that Dean's
statement was partially motivated by
concern for the safety of the Ameri-
can community in Lima because Jof
attacks on the embassy during the ri-

- oting.

"When you have 47 windows
smashed, an embassy Jeep burnt up,

" a bullet fired at the embassy and at

least two attempts to put the torch to
" the embassy and send it up in flames,
you begin to grow concerned about
anti-American feeling and want to do
what little you can to modlfy it,"

U.S. diplomat said.

Military justice prevalls under the
1‘06350(&071 -8
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TOPEX-C.LA. AIDES
‘HEARD BY INQUIRY ¢

..

1 . Spectal o The New York Ttmes

» - WASHINGTON, - Feb. 10— '
i'ames J. Argleton, the former:
“hief of counterintelligence for,
“he Central Intelligence ‘Agen-'
;.y, was the principal witness
,todav at the fifth ‘weekly meet-
ng ‘of the Presidential commis-
sgion mvestngatmg alleged ille-
sl d mestic acmvxty by the
A‘IA |

- Mr. Angleton, who refused to
:omment before and after the
“losed meeting, testified from
stbout:2 P.M. until 4:45 P.M.
*tarlier, the panel heard from
,Ilce ‘Adm. William F. Raborn-
1 i, who testified for.more than
am hour.
Admiral Raborn, who headed

-dhe agency from April, 1965, to
“hine, 1966, was asked by repor-

R 1
"By LINDA CHARLTON - "‘,
l

"')ers if the C.LA. had underta-|

Jen any illegal. domestic actwr-
cies during his tenure.

@'eplled

¥ In response to another ques- ]
“aon, he, said that he’ believed|
investigation - ‘would be/.

“he
Juseful” to the C.LA. rather
than damaging. . . !
S¢ His appearance was v1ewed
As more or less routine, since
Zhe panel has heard testlmony
rom all part dlrectors of the
gency

. Mr. Angleton, however, is
fewed as a key witness in the
snvestigation. He resigned in
Jecember, after 31 years with
8 agency. This foilowed the
‘Irst news articles about the
ilr'cys domestic' activities,

ich are - prohrbrted by its

harter. Pe

Six Members Present

+ Only six of the eight members

*f the panel, which is headed
Y Vice Prefident Rockefeller,
‘rere present for today’s meet-
ng. C. Du glas Dillon, former
~ecretary of the Treasury was
“psent for the secand week in 2
>w, and Ronald Reagan, the
drmer California Governor,
Yissed his fourth consecutrve
eeting: -

s “Not to.my knowledge," he ,v

peaking schedule has permlt-‘
3d him to attend just part of
te first commission meeunO'
Tfered to. resign. Mr. Rockefel- -
»r  dissuaded hitn, however,'
Ad transcripts of the testimo-
7y are being sent to a military
Istatlation near Los Angeles,
there they can be kept in se-
yre files, for Mr. Reagan’s con-
:emence in reading them. Mr.
eagan is expected to be at
ext Monday’s meeting, as he
dll be in Washington over the
feekend for a conference. . |
~In a related development to-
ty, Senator William Proxmire,
emocrat - of Wisconsin, an-
ounced that he planned to in-
oduce tomorrow a bill author-
ing the General Accounting
{fice to audit the expenditures
% the C.IA. and other intelli-
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) By William Greider o
‘Washington Post Staff Writer F I

David W. Belin, the Iowa
lawyer who is chief of staff
for the presidential commis-
sion investigating the CIA,
describes himself as “a phil-
osophical ‘Independent con-.
servative” with polite em-
phasis on the “independent.”

People familiar with Be-

lin's career as a Des Moines
lawyer and a Republican

Party strategist, plus his . -4

wide-ranging intellectual in-
terests, predict that his tem-

porary tenure in Washing:

ton will confirm the point.
Belin will not yet discuss
the investigative .trategy of
the .commission’s staff,
nvhich is still being assemi

bled, but’, he has set this
2

goal:

o have an independent staff

of high capabrhty and mteg-_

rity,” -

“The No. 1 requirement &

Belin himself has a streak

of 1ndepen_dence in his past.
A Republican party loyal-
ist, he campaigned for the
Nixon-Agnew ticket in 1968
—but declined to do so in

1972, when the GOP victory

was overwhelming,
On the touchstone issue of
U.S. involvement in Viet-

nam, Belin was a “dove™
~ long before that became a

popular Political position,

indeed, even before Presi- .

.dent Johnson’s Democratic
administration entered the
war. ’z

On legal issues he calls
himself a: “strict construe-
tionist,” but he played a role
in winning.a Supreme Court
decision in 1967 that ex-
tended the constitutional

right of competent legal rep-
‘resentation for the poor. Be-

pnce agencies’ m. the Federal
evernment, ..

“The C.LA.” Mr Proxmlre
ud in a speech prepared for
te. Senate, {‘and other intelli-
mce agencies have protected
temgselves from Congressional
mew by not allowing audits
! their programs ”

g w2

Tuesduy, Feb, 11, 1973

-

..‘.“J.n St

lin also took a strong hand

in the legal fight for reap-
portionment-of Iowa’s state.
legislature. B SR

As a lawyer, he has con-
centrated on corporation
work but "his elients also,
include two Democratic con-:
gressmen from Iowa—Ed-
ward Mezvinsky of Iowa.
City and Berkley Bedell of,
Spirit Lake. . i
Among other thmﬂs, the
46-year-old lawyer helped.
Bedell, a wealthy fishing;
tackle manufacturer, organ-.

ize a private foundation

called the Research Founda-
tion for a Better America, it’
has given money to such’
varied projects as & self-help
housin program run by

Iovmeres ~A ~

\/Au\,nsu blacks and a
Quaker * bail-bond release
project in Des Moines.

Belin’s service as one of
14 staff lawyers on the War-
ren Commission investiga--
tion of the John F. Kennedy
assassination is what led to
his appointment for the cur-.
rent inquiry. He got to know
Gerald Ford, who was a
member of the Warren Com-
mission, and is the author of
“November 22, 1963: You
Are the Jury,” a book that
examines the assassination
evidence and rebufs critics
of the Warren Commission

treport, though it also takes: -

issue with some of the com-
mission’s own decisions.

Last month, Belin was of:
fered a job in the Ford ad-
ministration. He turned it
_down, but the White House
returned with a request to
take on the staff assignment
with the commission chaired
by Vice President Rockefel-
ler. He and Rockefeller are
not old friends, but Behin
did provide political advice
for Rockefeller’s presiden-
tial campaigns in 1964 and
1968. ’

The commission, now a
month old, is still getting se-,
curity clearances for its
staff, expected to be seven
to 10 people. Belin said he
took special care in select-
ing lawyers of substantial
experience, .

et

N ..-u.s‘..r;ﬂ.,u.{-f;;\x.-\.«--f

. cbologrcal turning

. Grand Rapids,

"the

; “We have to ha\}e a dudf’
concern,” he said, “a con-
cern for the protection of ef-
fective intelligence gather-
ing and for the individual
rights of Americans and I °

.expect every member of the,

“staff to share those con-
cerns.” .2
The commlsswn omgmally
was given a deadline of.
April 1 but Rockefeller has
hinted that the inquiry may
need more time, Belin isn’t
concerned about time: he in-
formed his law firm back in
Des Moines - Herrick, Lang-
don, Belin, Harris, Langdon
and Helmick - not to expect:
him back before July 1.
Belin, Phi Beta Kappa at
the University of Michigan
and an_honors graduate of
the Michigan law school,
started out to be a concert.
violinist. He was born in
Washington, D.C,, and grew-
up in Sioux City, Towa. Af-

. ter two years in the Army,

including service in Japan
as a violinist, he turned to
business and law

Belin’s view of the current
controyersy is -shaped in
part by his close famrharlty
with the Kennedy assassina-
tion, his strong posrtlons on*
Vretnam and his subsequent
‘eoncern about Watergate.

. “I look back on Nov. 2,
1963, as a .tremendous psy-
point,”
Belin  said. “During the
early ’60s, there was a vi-
brant feeling in the country,
a feeling of hope. about the
‘goevernment and the people.
Then with the assassination,
followed, by Vietnam, fol-

- lowed by Watergate, you

have so many people w ho.
say, ‘a plague on both your
parties” There’s a great

. skepticism, a great cynicism

that people have about gov-’
ernment. I-don’t.”
The CIA investigation, Be-

"lin hopes will “make some’

small . contribution to the
restoration of credibility in

“government.”

On Vietnam, Belin said he .
and his wife, the former
Constance Newman from-
Mich., were
© from “the

“doves” dating

"1950s when she wrote a re-

search paper at M ichigan on
the impossibility of main-
taining French colonialism

‘in Indochina.

“I was very, very anti-Lyn-
don Johnson and his ap-
proach there,” Belin said. In
1968, he campaigned enthu-
‘siastically for Richard Nixon
and served as chairman of
Iowa - Lawyers for
Nixon. But when they asked.
him to take a comparable
position in the 1972 cam—
paign, Blein declined.

“There were many Nixon
policies that were very
sound, the rapproachement.

18
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-with China, for instance”
Belin said. “I felt the domes-
tic policy they were follow-
ing was wrong, particularly
the approach of Agnew in‘
attacking young people.” -
Belin is writing a second:
book, this one about the Re-’
publican Party and whether
it has a future. -
“One of my arguments,”
he said, “is that the Republi-
can Party, "which is " so.
closely identified with busi-’
ness, does not take a very
‘business-like approach in
the marketplace of voters,,
We all knew that young vot-
ers were going to be impor-
fant, yet Vice President Ag-
new attacked them. When
the kids were raising cane:
about the war in Vietnam, a
very legitimate concern, and
Agnew attacked them, Mr.
Aﬂnew and I parted com-
pany.” ;
Belin voted for Nixon in
31972 but became “very con-
cerned” afterwards as the.
Watergate scandal devel-
oped, partly because one of
“hib pet interests is openness
in government. Belin’s work
on the Warren Commission!
staff taught him how diffi-
cult it sometimes is to get
information from govern-:
ment agencies and he hopes
that lesson will serve him in:
the CIA inquiry. . ]
*When Belin was ap-:
‘pointed, his hometown news-,
‘paper, the Des Momes Re“-v

4)ster sent him off to Wash-}
ington with this high praise:

~ “He is a man of integrity
and we believe he will insist
on freedom to dig out the’
facts. If he finds he cannot’

" get the facts from CIA, we
believe he will so report to

the public. If the commis-!
-sion does not agree with his.
findings, he also will make”
that evident to the public.”

All that Belin will say on
that question is that he is “a
philosophical independent
conservative.” o
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The CIA is bemg poked at like a turtle

on the beach. And it will be nice to get it

“back where it belongs, swimming
under water.

The turtle-baiters are presently bent
on establishing that the intelligence
agency and its former director, Richard
Helms, were more responsive than any-
one admits to the presidential paranoia
which caused Lyndon Johnson and
Richard Nixon to push their mvesnga—
tive talent into gray areas.

On a stary like this, the press moves
in like a ship’s crew hitting shore on
Saturday night. When they spot a joint,
they barge in, break up the furniture,
rough up the customers and move on.
When the joint turns out to be an institu-
tion wrapped in mystery, the binge be-
comes a crusade. And at the end of the

escapade, those who are left to survey -

the shambles wonder how it all began.
Perspective gets lost in the excite-
ment. So it is important to make two
points about Helms. He was plainly
fired by Nixon as director of CIA, a job
he dearly loved, because he failed to
cooperate in obscuring the Watergate’
crimes. Nixon dumped him as soon as
the election was over and tried to.cover
the deed by having two loyalists, John

‘Scali and Charles Colson, spread the -

word that Henry Kissinger, absent in
Darig, wanted Helms out. The truth was
that K:ssmger had argued hard for
Helms’s retention. He is said now to be
deeply angry at the present CIA direc-
tor, William Colby, for seeking purity
by makmg it easier for the wreckers to
move inon Helms.

REGARDING HELMS? lack of candor
with the Senate Foreign Relations Com-

mittee, it should be remembered that’'inr
the days of bitter divisions over Viet-
nam, it was not safe for any executive
official to entrust volatile information to
the full committee’s care. This disarray
caused the Senate to make a formal
decision against including the Fulbright
committee in the congressional review
of CIA affairs.

.

Senators are snll askmg themselves

9‘¥‘t S

"' . . .
o T

g

how -much a polxtxcxan can afford té’
know about the nation’s spies. One as-
pect of the problem was well put by Sen.
Clifford Case, R.-N.J., when he said re-
cently, “I have been very skeptical of;
an oversight committee because I can’t
see what good a commxttec does if it
can’t tell what it knows.”

‘Similarly if Helms had conveyed to
the $enators all the ugly facts of cash
payments to anti-Communist elements
in Chile, those preoccupied with their
public images would have faced an awk-

- ~ward choice. They could keep quiet and.
share responsibility for the exercise or
they could explode and stir an-interna-
tional ruckus. The CIA can-only be
objectively and comfortably monitored
by politicians who are not hberals run-

ning for president. R

Congress have not given the CIA enough
constructive attention to inhibit presi-
dents from misusing its agents. Thus
. the overdrawn allegation of a “massive
~ illegal domestic mtellxgence operauon
arose from the agency’s penetration of
the anti-war groups in the Vietnam era.

If these penetrations exceeded the

limits of the national security act, it was -

 because President Johnson kept push-
mg Helms to probe.. Helms 'S status at
ine Wiiie House was not uclpcu uy his
necessity to keep reporting that he
could find noalien elements.

“There is a role for Congress and a-

 _need to establish some new rules. But it
. is hard to see how Congress will solve
any problems by poking at the turtle

‘old rules.

IF CONGRESS and the press manage

to break up the joint, the winners will be
the Soviets. Another consequence will
‘be the loss of civilian control over intel-
ligence estimates of Soviet military
strength.

- So those who want tight limits on de-
fense budgets will be big losers if the
turtle doesn t make it back into the sea.

ke W@?ﬁ@é Over C A ?&@‘3@@

The - nation’s rankmg
arms control official is con-
cerned that U.S. intelli-
gence agencies might not
beable to do their jobs in
the future if zeal to expose-
improprieties of the past
damages their effectwe-

Fred C. Ikle, director. o£
the Arms Control . and

Disarmament Age;acy;"ss'ai¢~

in a speech in Cleveland:
yesterday that the CIA can-
not perform its role in arms.

control verification unless:
the law permits it to do the;

" necessary “detectlve
work."”

Arms control would comé
to a dead end if the CIA is
hamstrung: by ongoing
investigations, he said. *We
cannot have arms control
without good intelligence

-capabilities,” Ikle declared.,

 “Verifiable arms limita-
tions, such as agreed to in
SALT, give us and our
Aadversaries a firmer basis.
on which to predict what
forces each side will de-
ploy,” Ikle said. “Unfortu-
nately, the means of veris

fication used for strategic’
arms limitation cannot
necessarily serve to verify
other types of arms cont ol
agreements.’

He said the Soviet Umon
does not make publlc
enough information on its.

mxlxtary budget so that’

other nations can make esti-
mates about Russian mili-
tary procurement. pro-
.grams. As an example, he
“said, the 1974 Soviet defense
budgct was announced by

Moscow as 18 billion rubles.
while the U.S. estimates it

was about 60 billion rubles.
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JAMES ANGLETON: The Spy Forced in from the Cold

One summer evening several
years ago, five men stood cast-
ing for trout in a secluded Mid-
western river, Four were Amer-
icans; all practiced anglers. The
fifth was a Russian, obviously
an amateur. His line kept snag-
ging on boughs, yet he enjoyed
himself hugely, standing rubber-
booted in the swirling water and
nipping vodka from a flask.

= T g

who recently resigned after 31
years as chief of couater-espi-
onage for the Central Intelli-
gence Agency. The Russian was
2 high official of the KGB (So-
viet secret service), who had
defected to the US. The others
were CIA. .
Pt In such’ tranquil spots Angle-
“» Bl E ton, a keen student of human
psychology, often has reaped his richest rewards. Defectors are fear-
211 of pursuit and assassination, torn by conflicting loyalties. Angle-
ton, a soft-spoken yet firm man, spends months helping them un-
wind, winning their confidence—and eventually extracting valuable
information. It was through defectors that he uncovered such top-
grade British KGB spies as Kim Philby and George Blake.
“Jim’s forte is patience,” said 2 veteran colleague. “I've seen him
in a river at dusk, the rain coming down, casting slowly hour after

hour, trying different flies until the trout strikes. He outwits and

outwaits them—as he does with spies.” ) .
A few weeks ago Angleton and his three top deputies—represent-
ing among them 120 yeurs of combined counter-espionage experi-
ence—were forced out following New York Times charges that the
CIA had staged “massive™ and “illegal” intelligence operations
against American anti-war dissidents during the early Nixon years.
More than 10,000 files on Americans were compiled, the paper
claimed. Angleton’s counter-espionage branch was singled out as
the culprit. . . .
Angleton has steadfastly denied that his relatively small staff had
any reason—let-alone the manpower—for the time-consuming, on-

erous task of running surveillance on Americans inside the US, Un-

der the law, he has told friends, only the FBI has the authority and
the resources for such work. “He could have cared less about the
kids protesting the Vietnam war,” one CIA watcher said.

However the CIA, in accordance with its sfatutory responsibili-
fies, did keep an eye abroad on dissident groups, such as the Black.
Panthers, who were tracked from Algiers to Moscow to North

" Korea, where they took demolitions training before filtering back
into the US and going underground. Such Americans were reported
to the FBI, Angleton has insisted. )

- As to the charge’ of compiling 10,000 files, CIA colleagues have
pointed out that the agency has automatic access to all FBI files—
more than 100 million—and would have voluminous files on all
Americans who have ever had contacts abroad with enemy or
friendly intelligence services. - :

The jdentification of Angleton’s unit in the original New York
Times story of December 22 had the earmarks of authoritative
guidance from highly placed sources within the CIA. Since then,
however, the Times appears to have shifted the focus of its charges
to another CIA unit—the Domestic Operations Division—with
which Angleton and the couriter-espionage staff-have no connection.

There are grounds for believing that Angleton's dismissal caps
18 months of growing tension between him and new CIA director
William E. Colby. Colby's CIA career has been spent primarily in

-covert labor activities and in the Far East. He has told his staft
that he must devote 95 percent of his time t6 briefing the White
House, Congress, and the news media. He is said to have little time
for or interest in the complexities of counter-espionage.

Congress, in creating the CIA in 1947, specifically barred it from
“police, subpoena, law-enforcement powers or internal-security
functions.” These were reserved for the FBL. Blt at the same time,
with characteristic imprecision, Congress ordered the CIA to “pro-
tect” intelligence sources and methods and to perform at the Na-

* tional Security Council's request additional sérvices of “common
concern” and “such other functions and duties™ as the NSC might

require. The gray areas here are obvious. .

Since spies and other subversives are travelling increasingly in
and out of the US, the system works only when CIA-FBI liaison is
good. For 20 years Angleton worked closely with his friend Sam
Papich, the FBI liaison oflicer. But in 1969: the late J. Edgar
Hoover, incensed that President Lyndon B. Johnson had failed to
defend him from charges by Senator Edward V. Long of Missouri
that the FBI was tapping his phone, preemptorily ended virtually
all FRI liaison—not only with the CIA but with all other US in-

The host'was James Angleton,
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telligence agencies. -l

“It was a disgrace,” said a knowledgeable intelligence source.
*Nixon found out about it on taking office but he didn't dare tangle
with Hoover, who was popular in the country and on the Hill. Be-
sides, Nixon was more uptight about anti-war militants and rioters
in the cities than about foreign spies.” .

Angleton, the eye of the current storm, is a most unlikely spy-
catcher. Six feet tall, stooped, his thick, grizzled hair parted almost
in the middle, he gazes out through his bifocals with ‘the courtly,
faintly quizzical charm of a New England professor. He dresses
conservatively. His voice is quiet, meticulous, but assumes a faint
rasp when he’s angry. ’ :

His character is one of sharp contrasts. Children and animals
seem to instinctively love him, but by profession he had to be sus.
picious of the adult world around him. He was obsessed with the
KGB and with preventing any penetration of the CIA by a “mole™
-—the spy who works his way into an intelligence agency, as de-
scribed so vividly by John le Carré in the best-selling novel,
Tinker, Tailor, Soldier, Spy. .

He has lunch nearly every day at La Nigoise in Georgetown, pre-
ferring fish, particularly fresh flounder, accompanied by a bottle of
French wine. Once as a practical joke, someone at the restaurant
put 2 microphone in the flowers on his table. Angleton almost im-
mediately noticed it, looked at his companion with a finger to his
lips, and removed the vase. .

F.or years he has moved in an aura of discreet mystery, an enig-
matic character even to his CIA colleagues, though his staff swear
.b_\' him. His wife Cecilie, grown son, and two daughters long have
eeen accustomed to his frequent, unexplained absences. He claims
that for years they thought he worked “somewhere high in the Post

- Office.” k '

As befits one in his curious trade he often works when others

s}egp. Not infrequently he will drop in on a friend at ten at night,
iting until two aM, chain-smoking, sipping bourbon and water,
“now and then rubbing a hand over his forehead and eyes, chatting
tirelessly, his mind fully alert. He is discretion personified, turning
:&\\‘zny awkward questions with an elliptical answer. Even at two AM
1€ sometimes will phone an intelligence contact and, in murmured
tones, announce his impending arrival.
. For weeks he will disappear, then arrive at the home of friends,
Peuring a magnificent cattleya orchid raised in his own greenhouse
1 suburban Virginia, or a bit of semi-precious stone he hus been
Tulishing, or an intricate trout fly he has made. :

Now 57, Angleton got into the spy-catching business by accident.
His father, a wealthy executive who ran Nationz! Cash Register
operations in Italy, joined the OSS during World War 1 and rec-
ommended his son. Young Angleton, with a Yals degree and two
years at the Harvard Business School. had just enlisted. He was in-

.terviewed, recruited, and after special counter-espionage training in
England was sent to Italy in 1943, where he rose to the rank of
major in charge of counter-espionage.

It was in Italy after the war that he first met the Jewish under-
ground leaders who then were helping fellow Jews escape Europe
for British-ruled Palestine. Their friendship flourished. For the
past 20 years Angleton has been the CIA official with whom suc-
cessive Israeli leaders have preferred to deal. Given the current
Middle East situation, these contacts have given him immense re-
sponsibility—and also have caused jezlousies within the US gov-
ernment, Some observers feel Secretary of Siate Henry Kissinger
and CIA Director Colby have decided to gather lizison with lsr:;eli
intelligence into their own hands.

Angleton's critics accuse him of baving built a virtually unassail-
able empire-within-an-empire. There is some truth to this. As steward
of the nation’s innermost secrets—even the White House tends 10
leave counter-espionage to career professionals—Angleton has hagd
great authority with all US security agencies. Anothar charge often
heard is that he is'a man steeped in hostility to the Communist
world, a man who sees spies under every bed.

He makes no secret in his quiet, professional way that he regards
détente as a risky gamble and the Sino-Soviet split of 1960 as a
masterly hoax. "There. are installations in China that wouldn't be
there,” says, “if there were a real split.” Since 1959, he insists,
the KGB and 26 other Communist intelligence services quietly have
coordinated their operations and now pool all intzlligence about the
US 2nd its NATO allies. Of all UGS leaders, he believes, Defense
Secretary James R. Schlesinger is the only one who truly perceives
the growing Soviet military threat.

“In five more years if we zo this way." Angleton says, “a crunch
will come and the US will have to back down.”

But those who challenge Kissinger's dream of détente nowadays
risk thunderbolts from on high. and Angleton’s Career, togelh;:r
with those of his deputies, has wound to a close. The key question
now is the transition: Who guards the portals while the guard is
‘¢hanging? One -who surely will want to know is Juri Andropov,
-head of the KGB. In the covert war Angleton has lost—not to Ag-
dropov but to a Washington weary of the Cold War.

. —Bﬁg\.\tm WELLEs
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HELHS SAID NIXON
SOUGHTCHLECOL

Testimony on the Overthrow

“of Allende Contradicted

" Offigials’ Statements

.“_ -“> - « '1‘-\(’

. By SEYMOUR M. HERSH
Special to The New York Times

| WASHINGTON, Feb. 9—

Richard Helms, the former Di-

cector of Central Intelligence,

‘testimony released today that}
‘there was “no doubt” in 1970
¢hat the Nixon Administration
wanted to have President Sal-
vador Allende Gossens of Chile
overthrown. )
in the days following Dr.
Allende’s election in Septem-
ber, 1970, Mr. Helms told the
Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee in a closed hearing Jan.
22, the overthrow of Dr. Al-
lende, a Marxist, “became a

thing that they were interested]-

in having done.” :

 ‘Incidents’ Not Needed

. Mr. Helms’s flat assertion
about the Nixon Administra-
jtion’s intentions toward the
regime of Dr. Allende, who was
overthrown in a bloody coup
d’état in September, 1973, con-
tradicts sworn testimony and
public statements by many
former officials of the State
Department and other Govern-
ment agencies who had insisted
. that the United States scrupu-
jlously adhered to a policy of
aonintevention toward Chile. -

Dr. Allende failed to gain a
majority of the popular vote in
the Sept. 4, 1970, election and,
under the Chilean Constitution,
his plurality had to be ratified
by the Congress on Oct. 24. It
was during this seven-week
period, Mr. Helms testified,
that the Nixon Administration
Jsought to. find ways to over-
throw Mr. Allende.

-“The Allande Government,”
said Mr. Helms, “was not even
in at the time the probe was
made just to see if there were
any forces there to oppose Al-
‘lende’s advent as president. It
‘was .very quickly established
there were not, and therefore,
no further effort was made
along those lines, to the best
of my knowledge, at least
know of none.” :

iold a Senate committee inp

.

" WASHINGTON MONTHLY
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* The Heirs of Walter Lippmann - ,

One of the real problems of the business of being a columnist is the slim factual basis
on which most columns are written. Tom. Braden, who has not been immune to this

~ difficulty, recently demonstrated, however, how interesting a column can be when the

.columnist really has a story to tell, in this case about James Angleton:

Back in the late 40s he was the ideal choice for the counter-espionage work to which
the late Frank Wisner assigned him. Painstaking, suspicious, quick to note deviations
from the norm, he had the kind of mind one associates with the classic detective.

In addition, as those of us who were with him in CIA may recall, he had a capacity
for empire-building. From the end of World War II until last week, he built his power
within the agency to the point where he was virtually untouchable. ’ )

Successive directors, newly come to the pinnacle, were fascinated at their first
encounter with this bespectacled, scholarly looking figure with the stooped shoulders,
who walked cat-like into the office, and, when the door was closed, introduced himself
with some startling and calculated revelation. . .

“I think you’ll be interested in this,” he would begin with a chuckle, and then
proceed to tell his new boss exactly what his new boss’s hostess had said about him after
the new boss had departed her Louse on the previous evening.

Or he would show the new boss a copy of a private letter written by some employee
or agent on the subject of the new boss. It was heady stuff, acquired by such means as

- the rest of us may imagine, but which only Angleton knew. A fly fisherman by hobby,

}_x_e often referred to his knowledge of the personal and private as the result “of a little
ishing.” .

With one director of CIA, himself a fly fisherman, Angleton established such rapport
that the two talked of secret matters in terms of fly tying: *I caught it on a little brown
bug with long antenna.” Many people in CIA feared Angleton as much as successive
directors held him in awe. . .. : :

But at some point in his long service, Jim Angleton’s sharp and studious mind
became confused by Jim Angleton’s ideology. As the external world changed. as it
became clear that Khrushchev’s policies would not be those of Stalin, that ths Hnited

‘States had won the cold war, that rumors of -a Sino-Soviet split were true, Argleton

found it difficult to straighten-out in his own mind the agency’s confused purpose.
Ideology told him the cold war must go on, that the Chinese and Russians were
faking their feud, that the comings and goings of Aeroflot representatives to new
nations revealed a Soviet intent on aggression in those nations, that those who had sold
Mr. Nixon on detente were dupes and possibly knaves. He believed his ideology and
shaped facts to fit it and his power became dangerous. ) .
He is not the last of the ideologists to leave the agency but his departure will help
CIA t_ straighten out its purpose: It is, after all a service, not a weapon in the cold war.

wisheg that Braden had told us about Angleton soveral years ago. s is
still genuinely fascinating material, much more interesting that the predictable
pontificating that Braden and his fellow columnists usually turn out. One reasor they
have so little interesting information to give us is that they simply don’t have time to dig
it up. There’s time for a luncheon conversation, a few phone calls and then the day’s
700 words must be ground out. Too often there’s no fresh research at all; the columnists
rely on their memories, which unfortunately are often faulty.

Thus Gary Wills in one recent week wasted his readers’ time with an attack os John
Kennedy for having failed fo offer to remove our Turkish missiles during the Cuban
missile crisis—in fact, Robert Kennedy told Dobrynin we would remove both our
Turkish and Italian missiles--and an attack on Harry Truman for having staried the
imperial presidency in April 1948 with the “non-political” campzign train. In fact many
presidents had used grand trains before, and Roosevelt, in September 1940, had used

. the nonpolitical campaign train. ’

i In a telephone interview, Ed-

ward M. Korry, who served as:’

Ambassador to Chile from 1567|
until 1971, recalled that the

C.ILA. was asked in late Sep-.

tember, 1970, “to find out if.
there was any real resistance;
ito Allende.”

"“We weren't talking about
extremist groups,” he said, “'but
sizeable forces in the political
area.” y

" Appro

bassador to. Iran, was sum-

Foreign Relations Committee
{because of seeming discrepan-
cies in his testimony at hear-
ings on his confirmation in 1973

volvement of the Central Intel-
ligence Agency in Chile and in
domestic activities inside the
United States. -

The former C.LA. director
conceded that he had erred in
withholding information about
the extent of the agency’s co-
vert operations against the
Allende regime.

“I think I made one mistake
in the testimony,” Mr. Helms
told Senator Clifford P. Case of
New Jersey, the ranking Re-
publican committee member.
*“Maybe it is a serious mistake,
but I should have probably
asked either to go off the rec-
ord or to have asked to discuss
this matter in some other
forum, because you will recall

‘at that time [February, 1973],

Allende’s government was in

Mr. Helms, who is now Am-f

moned to testify before the

over both the extent of the in-.

in Chil d di t
ved For Release 2001/8%

need any more diplomatic in-
cidents.” -~

"During his two-hour appear:
ance before the committee, Mr.
Helms was pressed to -explain
his previous testimony only by
Senators Case and Frank
Church, Democrat of Idaho,
who is chairman of the new
'Senate Select Committee on In-
telligence.

During his confirmation hear-
ing, the former C.LA. chief de-
nied that the agency had sought
to overthrow " the Allende re-
gime, or had passed any funds
‘to Dr. Allende’s oppoments. At
jone point in this hearing, Mr.
fHelms volunteered the follow-
ing statement: “If the agency
had really gotten in behind the
jother candidates and spent a
lot of money and so forth, the
election might have come out
differently.” )

He testified In 2 stmilar vein
during hearings later in 1973
before Senator Church’s Sub.
committee on Multinational
Corporations, which was inves~
tigating the links between the,

oscf’éréfffo’ﬂfﬂﬁ‘é"ﬁhﬁ&‘ﬁm 0

phone ‘and Tetegraph Corpora--
tion and the Nixon Administra-
tion’s policy toward Chile,

William 'E. Colby, who be-
came Director of Central In-
telligence in mid-1973, told a
House committee last April,
however, that the Nixon Ad-
ministration had authorized
more than $8-million for clan-
destine activities in Chile be:
tween 1970 and 1973 in an ef-
fort to make it impossible for
Allende to govern. .

Mr. Colby said that $1-mil-
lion had been authorized for
covert. use in August, 1973, but
that only $50,000 was spent
before Dr. Allende’s overthrow
and death a month later.

Mr. Helms defended his ear-
lier testimony. by telling the
‘Foreign Relations Committee
that the money authorized for
Chile “went into civic action
groups, supporting newspapers,
radios and so forth . . . 1 did
not realize that [it] went into
political parties. I did not think
.that it had, at least it was my
-understanding at the time. If
lsomebody had said something
else, .1 am prepared to stand -

0350001-8
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i During more than two hours
lof  unsworn testimony, . the
‘former C.LA. chief also sug-|
‘gested that the Senators had
erred in not asking him more
pointed questions in 1973.

Last Sept. 19, The New York
iTimes quoted intelligence
‘source$ as saying that C.LA.
funds were secretly funneled
to striking labor unions and
trade groups for more than 18
months before Dr. Allende’s
overthrow. Mr. Helm’s was not
asked about that in his most
recent’ testimony, nor was he
pressed to provide an account-
ing of the $5 million that was
authorized for so-called “de-
stabilization efforts”
Dr. Allende in 1971, 1972 and
1973. More than haif of that
money, The Times quoted its
sources as saying, was used to
provide strike benefits and
other means of support for anti
Allende strikers and workers.
- After telling the Senators
about the C.I.A’s unsuccessful

port for ‘the overthrow of Mr.|
Allende, Mr. Helms added, “I
cannot :understand how anyone
could interpret [the CIA’s ef-
forts in Chile] as an attempt to
'overthrow the Government or
believe that they stood a chance
of doing so. So that is what I
meant when I answer [the]
question -[by saying] there was
really no effort made to over-
throw. the Government- of
Chila® e
. He also cautioned ‘the ‘com:|
mittee dbout the words used to
describe C.LA. plans. “They
isound exotic, " tough, all the
rest,” he said. “I think when
:you get the entire story laid
out in Chile between 1970  and
1973 you are going to regard
that as a pretty pitiful affair.
. |1 mean in terms of actually ac-
complishing anything.”

During his testimony, Mr.
Helms was not asked in any de-
tail about the recent allegations
of . C.LA. . involvement- in- do-
mestic spying activities.
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effoits in late 1970 to find sup-..

| WASHINGTON POST
8 February 1975

By John P. MacKenzie
Washington Post Staff Wri.er |

Agéncy‘.yesterday won hack
the right—at least temporarily
—to suppress classified infor-

iCIA’s covert activities.
Reversing a lower court, the

Fourth U.S..Circuit Court of,
‘Appcals-ruled that former in-;

(telligence officers Vietor L.
Marchetti and John D. Marks

" failed to prove that 168 dele-

.tions from their book, “The
{CIA the:Cult of Intelligence,”
iwere improperly excised.

[on the ‘government last April
{in a decision by U.S. District
Court Judge Albert V. Bryan
;Jr. in Alexandria. -

! Bryam - who heard closed-
tcourtroom testimony from for-.
Imer CIA Director William E.!
Colby and his four top depu-!
ties, disapproved all but 15 of !

i the agency’s deletions. He said*

the government had shown'

only that the disputed pas-
t

mation “in a book about the -

The burden had been placed

CIA Wins Reversal on Bool

sages were “classifiable” and

not that they had been prop-

. : erly classified.
The " Central Intelligence

But the court of appeals
said the National Security
Council and -an interagency
committee established by pres-
idential order, “far more than
any judge, have the back-
ground for making classifica-
tion and declassification deci-.
sions.” «

For this reason, the court
held that the burden of proof
established by Judge Bryan
“was far too stringent.” It or.
dered the case retried under
new ground rules.

Melvin. L. Wulf, the Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union law-,
yer who represents the au
thors, said he will seek Su-
preme Court review. A peti-
{tion ‘by.-the book's publisher,
Alfred A. "Knopf, Inc, ap-
peared equally certain. .

- One issue the high court'
jwill be asked to decide is'

i i whether the Fourth Circuit:

lcorrectly applied the newly|
amended federal Freedom. of],

8 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100350001-8

SR |
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{Information Act. Under thet’
{law the government musk
|convince ‘a federal judge thag
iparticular information was
properly classified and thé
judge has clear authority #s
~make his own secret examina
'tion and evaluation of the
{documents. . £
Chief Judge Clement ®f
Haynsworth Jr., writing fes;-
the circuit court, said the law;
should be applied to the CIX'

|case but on the understand;

ing. that there was “a pre!
sumption of regularity ¥
performance by public offs}
cials” who have the job of
keeping 'government secrets.

Haynsworth. . joined B
Judges Harrison L. Wintey
and J. Braxton Craven ..
‘said ‘the government “was re
quired to show no more thas
that each déletion item dis
closed information which wss
! required. to be- classified i
any degree and which was.
contained in a document. beax
ing a classification stamp.”

TTMORE NEWS TCAN

>

.Our battered Central Intelligence Agen-
¢y is convinced that, behind the scenes, the .

Soviet spy activity in the United States has
now reached an all-time high.

) We are the only country the Kremlin
.really fears and the CIA knows that, with-
out question, the U.S.A. is the Soviet’s main
target. To our CIA the proof — even me-
chanically — is'self-evident. The American
section of the KGB in Moscow is over-
whelmingly the largest section in the entire
apparatus. B

KGB chief Uri Vladimirovich Adropov,

60, was Soviet Ambassador to Hungary dur- -

ing the Kremlin’s reconquest of Hungary in

1956. Andropov became KGB chief in 1967, a ,

ear after Richard M. Helms was appointed
gead of the CIA. Then in 1973 Soviet Com-
munist party First Secretary Leonid I.
Brezhneév elevated Andropov to the ruling
17-member Politburo, the first KGB chief to
be so elevated since Lavrenti P, Beria.

The CIA knows Andropov has organized
the KGB into 15 directorates. Lieut. Gen.
Aleksandr' M. Sakharovsky commands the
st directorate. It employs at least 10,000 se-
cret-agents abroad.

The CIA finds that Sakharovsky relies

heavily on the *‘sleeper” method and that
most “sleepers’ are trained in an immense
old 15th century czarist chateau at Barkov,
40 kilometers from Moscow, on the Vereyka
River, .

For example, the Soviet’s Konon Molody
(*Gordon Lonsdale”) spy ring planted in
the British Admiralty consumed 12 years in

its “sleeper” status before starting espio. -

SFHRIESFo01108108 : cia-Rise77-0645 5K B0 TES8Bb1H" i

Soviet espionage calls -this *‘re.
grooming.” Sakharovsky's agents are first
sent abroad for about a year to familiarize
themselves with the target country. Then.
they are brought home and trained another
seven or eight years — as long as that — be-
fore being returned, say, to the United
States.

- The made-over men are “regroomed "
into U.S. citizens, equipped with false pass.
ports and other false documents: false birth
certificates, driver’s license, etc., in as-
tounding variety. ’

Their *“Rezident,” operating here from
a “Rezidentura,” directs them into our gov-.

cernment; the armed forces, atomic plants,

scientific centers, the news media, defense

-or communications industries or what not.

On the side, the KGB pays its placed
agents (always cash) as little as $420 a
month. Moreover, it frequently fools them
by saying the apparatus will put huge bonus
payments for them in a Moscow bank. Then
the KBB liquidates the agent for knowing
too much. . : .

In its inside parlance this is called
‘‘implemented interrogation® and the favor-
ite point of puncture is the back of the neck.

The 13th Directorate has a special noto-
riety within the CIA and other Westem in-
telligence services. James Bond’s fictional
SMERSH does, in fact, exist, althoeugh the
true official title inside the KGB is the
Chatany Otdel group. ’ )

The killer squad is under Nikolai Koro.
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RECRUITING HISTORIANS .

THE CIA IN THE J

HONALD RADOSH

%William E. Colby’s policy of building a more open CIA
was evident at the annual conference of the American
Historical Association, held at the Conrad Hilton Hotel in
Thicago from December 27 to 30. At just the time when
jobs are ‘very hard to find in the universities, the CIA
made its first public appearance before the AHA by
scheduling interviews for those historians who might care

20 work for “the agency.” In addition, the AHA presented .

4 half-hour talk and question period by John F. Devlin,
deputy director of political research at the CIA.
Devlin, who was introduced as part of the “scholarly
side” of the agency, presented a talk that fitted in with
-what New York Times reporter David Binder (December
29) called the CIA’s need “to take. defensive steps by
fetting the public know a bit more about the workings of
the agency.” It also might be seen as an attempt, in the
midst of revelations about the agency’s covert domestic in-
telligence program, to resurrect the image of the CIA as

a repository of intelligent liberalism in government; an’

agency tolerant of heretical views and more than willing
to employ the services of liberal academics. C

‘Devlin’s presentation, and his answers to critical ques-
tions, offered insights into the assumptions that lead many
{Devlin noted that a few hundred historians had answered
the ad placed by the CIA in the AHA’s employment bul-
etin) to offer the zgency their services. Devlin himgelf

in no way resembled the thugs one thinks of as being

employed by the agency’s operational branch. A mild- -

mannered, soft-spoken man, with a trim white beard, he
Tooks like a civilized academic. Originally a historian spec-
falizing in colonial America, Devlin was the perfect

agency recruiter in the job-starved historical profession.

Unlike the agents who engage in foreign or domes-
tic dirty tricks, the agency’s management is scholarly and
genteel. The CIA needs trained specialists, persons skilled
in the techniques of historical research that are taught in
graduate schools, to carry out scholarly investigations of
problem areas designated by the State Department, the
executive branch of government, or the upper manage-

nfent of the agency itself. Devlin was looking for histo-’

rians to work on what he called “the entire problem of the
Middle Edst”; the attitude of Western European nations
toward politics ‘a the age of détente, especially the scope
of the entire European Left. When pressed as to what he
“had specifically in mind, Devlin answered that the agency
needed thorough study of the politics of, the policies of
and the different currents of opinion within the Italian
Communist party. It also needed people to predict what
would happen in Iran after the Shab's death. Devlin in-
sisted that the work prepared for the historians was
proper, scholarly and distinct from the covert action one
associates with the agency. At this point, I interjected
that the. academic studies to be carried out would be
legwork for the policics to be put into action by the

operational branch. A study of the Chilean legislature in
1969, for example, might well have allowed the agency
to determine which legislators to bribe to vote against
Allende in the 1970 elections—a job for which the CIA
doled out $350,000. Similar acquaintance with the politics
of Italian communism could serve a like task should a
covert program be put into practice if Italy shifts left.

In case any of the historians present had moral qualms
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about the uses to which their work would be put, Devlin
assured them that their research “begins and ends with a -
piece of paper.” They were pure scholars engaging in tra-
ditional research. At one point, a member of the audience

- expressed interest in employment’ with the 2gency, but

feared that what hé called his Marxist approach to history
might make him ineligible. Devlin quickly assured him
that a Marxist had a place in the CIA. As if to convince
the audience that the agency held modemn views, Devlin
added that the CIA would employ individuals who en-
gaged in “a moderate amount of social smoking of mari-+
juana,” although the use of hard drugs would be 2 bar to.
employment. ’ i 3

The majority of the fifty or more historians attending
Devlin’s talk, and perhaps the few hundred who had ap-
plied to the agency for a job, saw things Devlin’s way.
Questions centered about possibilities of promotion, op-
portunities to work ia the field rather than &xclusively in
Washington, the CIA’s pension program, etc.. Devlin
sought to make it appear that the agency was simply

-another arm of the government, and that individuals .

should seek to work: within it to make policy more in-

* telligent. “If the allegations about the CIA’s covert domes-

tic. programs are -true,” Devlin answered to my hostils
questioning—(he referfed to Seymour Hersh’s original
story as an allegation), he found the operation “repre-
hensible” and emphasized that he kdew nothing of it
Presumably his answer was intended to prove that one
can work in-the modern CIA, cven hold an execulive
position, and yet dissociate cneself from the work carrizd
out by the agency as 2 whole. Devlin did rot, however,
say anything critical about the CIA’s continuing effort to
subvert foreign governments.

"To many who heard him, Devlin was himself a
renewed proof of the CIA’s liberalism. It has been empha-
sized for a long time, by commentators-as diverse in point.
of view as R. Harris Smith and Richard J. Barnet, that
the CIA is indesd managed by scholarly liberals. It was
sophisticated enough to finance the work of Socialist leader
Norman Thomas in Latin America during the 1960s, as
well as to subsidize “liberal” magazines like Encounter.
Reactionary members of Congress would never have zp-
proved funds for either project, but the CIA understood
that subsidizing the anti-Communist Left was often the

" bzst way to gain its ends. Thus it backed European Social

Damocrats, and anti-Communist “third forces” like Mboya
in Kenya and Bosch in Latin America. Norman Thomas’
Institute for International Relations was funded from
1960 on through a CIA conduit, the J.M. Kaplar Foun-
dation. *“I am ashamed that we swallowed this CIA busi-
pess,” Thomas said, but “what we did was good work
and no one tried to tell us what to do.” - )
Devlin’s avowed liberalism was meant to demonstrate
to historians who believe in the tenets of scholely ob-
jectivity that their.professed values could be maintained
when they undertook a career with the agency. The only
pitfall, he thought, was that “most of the products of your
research will remain in-house publications.” Here Deavlin
was less than candid. He failed to remind his audience
that the CIA’s -previous attempts at domestic propaganda
had included the attempt to influence elite opinion by sub-
sidizing articies written by its personnel, whose status with
ths agency was never anpounced. Thus historians em-
ployed by the CIA might find their work published uadsr
a2 CIA subsidy, although their affiliation would remain
sacret. Examples are George Carver's 1966 Foreign Af--

SRRy 08 450 56080 Yapi681s’ or the secret pub-
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Yication of CIA studies by the old Frederick J. Praeger
firm. . CT Ly -

The assembled job-hunting historians, should any of
them gain a job with the agency, would then become in
essence scholar-spies. The research they undertook would
be dictated and defined by the agency, and put to such
use as the CIA saw fit, Such research is meant to serve
the goals of covert action. This point was mads by Rich-
ard A. Bissell, former CIA deputy director of plans, in
his talk before 2 Council of Foreign Relations study group
fn January 1968. (Bissell's comments are priated in full
in the Marchetti-Marks book on the CIA.) Secret collec=
tion of information, he stressed, was meant to gain “timely
knowledge™ of “tactical significance,” and served the pur-
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intelligence collection and political action oveilap to the
point of being almost indistinguishable,” '

The historians listening to Devlin did not seem to grasp
this truth. They showed Devlin the greatest respect and
appreciation for coming to -the AHA. When 1 tried to
raise points in rebuttal to Devlin, the group became

~angry and suggested that I shut up. As I stood to argue
‘that the AHA should be ashamed to have offered its

facilities to the CIA recruitment officer, and that even in a
job crisis there are some jobs historians should not con-
sider, a fellow historian ran down the aisle, brandishing
an umbrella whose pointed end he thrust at my face, As I
ducked, I thought to myself that perhaps this young man

" understood the proper relationship between the CIA’s

pose of supporting covert activities meant to subvert for-
eign governments. Bissell concluded that “the tasks of

Bew Statesman 17 January 1975

> -, Laurence Stern

~ The CIA Spy Circus

5

From his exile in Moscow the spy Kim Phil-
by must have read with a warm collegial
interest of the unhappy fate of his old
srofessional acquaintance, James Angleton,
Bead of counter-intelligence for the CIA.
The two men often lunched together at
J. Edgar Hoover’s favourite restaurant
in Washington during 1949 to discuss com-
mon trade interests. ‘Our close association
was, I am sure, inspired by genuine friendli-
ness-on both sides,” Philhy wrote of Angle-
ton in his confessional biography, . My
Silent War, ‘but we both had ulterior
uiotives . . . who gained most from this
complex game I cannot say. But I had one
‘big advantage. I knew what he was doing
for CIA and he knew what I was doing
for SIS. But the real nature of my interest
was something he did not know.’

Angleton was dismissed recently from
he senior and highly sensitive position
a¢ has held for more than a quarter of
2 century in the US intelligence com-
munity. His offence was apparently to have
served the CIA with a zeal which seems
1o have exceeded certain limits of political
tolerability. Who is to,say which man stands
in higher professional disgrace? .

Angleton’s dismissal was the centrepiece
in a complicated plot of Byzantine insti-
tutional politics, of = skimpily-documented
public allegations of domestic spying exces-
ses by the CIA, of hastily-convened presi-
dential and congressional investigative tri-
bunals. In a Washington atmosphere already
super-heated with suspicion of CIA con-
spiracies abroad, the loading of the White
House ‘Blue Ribbon’ panel with establish-
mentarian blue-bloods chaired by Vice-
President Rockefeller was widely acclaimed
48 either outrage or farce. In the back-
ground there were steamy rumours of
‘terminations’ (assassinations), electronic
buggings of prominent Washington draw-
ing rooms and boudoirs as well as illegal
CIA burglaries & la Watergate. .

origins of the Vietnam war protest move-
ment. It seems likely, for example, that
the CIA targeted -itself on .Ramparts
magazine, which in 1966 published the first
revelations of CIA secret financing of the
Naticnal Student Association.

_Although the origins of the Ramparts
story were self-evident (officials of the
National Student Association felt they had
been duped and decided to tell all), the
CIA as well as the FBI probed for darker
motives. Similarly such groups of dissidents
as the Black Panthers, the Weathermen
and celebrities of the Left such as Eartha
Kitt and Jane Fonda proved irresistible
to the intelligence service.

By 1970, as the Watergate record re-
vealed, the sense of political beleaguerment
was so intense at the White -House that
the late FBI director, J. Edgar Hoover,
came under suspicion for his laggardly at-
titudes toward chasing communists and
foreign agents. Consequently Richard M.
Helms, then the director of the CIA, came
under presidential pressure to participate
fully in what was essentially a domestic
counter-intelligence  programme  which
everyone should have known breached the
boundary of forbidden activity by the CIA.

President Nixon and his internal security
advisers blithely authorised the lifting of
legal ‘restrictions’ on telephone tapping,
electronic bugging, burglaries and other
activities which were strictly outlawed by
federal or local statute. Such was the self-

intoxication of some of the highest public -

officials of the United States Government
during the internal security mania of the
Vietnam war period. .

- The extent to which the CIA activity
was ‘illegal’, as charged in some news-
paper stories, is clouded by the very ambi-
guities of the Agency’s congressional char-
ter, the National Security Act of 1947

The strongest evidence is that the Agcncy.' N

did exceed its foreign intelligence charter
and that the transgressions were most
serious at times of free-floating presiden-
tial paranoia, first on the part of Lyndon
Johnson and then Richard Nixon, over the

i} : 24
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theory and practice, and that he had passed the first part
of his job interview. .

o

The statute is a marvel of murkiness. Or
the one hand it disallows the CIA™
subpoena powers or internal security func:
tions within the United States. At the sams
time the law places upon the directo:
responsibility for protecting national se
curity ‘sources and methods’. It also en
joins the director to carry out any assign
ments prescribed by the National Securits
council.

In the last judicial review of the charte:
a federal judge held that Helms was act
ing within the bounds of the ‘sources ame
methods’ provision by directing an agem.
inside the United States to accuse th
leader of an Estonian emigré group ‘her
of being a KGB agent. The target of th:
accusation filed a slander suit and lost

Helms, one of Washington’s most con
summate bureaucratic survivors and
favourite at many of the city’s most cele
brated dinner tables, seems almost certai-
to become ensnared in the toils of the um
ravelling domestic spying controversy. H
was, after all, in charge during the perios
of the most active transgression. But kb

‘has found in Secretary of State Henr

Kissinger a vocal ally. Kissinger has le
it be known that he finds deplorable th:
dumping of . the controversy on Helms
head. Kissinger is said to have blamed ki
arch-rival in the cabinet, Defence Secretar
James Schlesinger, and incumbent CL-

_director William E. Colby for Helms:

present plight.

Just what this fine reticulation of frienc
ships and animosities has to do with th:
underlying issues in the CIA’s latest publi
uproar js no clearer than anything el
about the entire story. But some frienc
and colleagues are no longer speakin:
Others suspect their phones- are tappe.
‘Journalists continue probing for new leak.

Washington

B
B
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Drug Agency Hires
53 Ex-C.IA. Aides;
: Review Is Expected

"+ WASHINGTON, Jan. 25 (AP)
—Fifty-three former  employes
of. the <Central Intelligence
Agency now work for the Drug

- Enforcement Administration as{ .

agents, analysts and clerks, the

’ drug agency has acknowledged.
*7The two organizations rou-
.-t,r‘n"ely exchange information
about
trafficking, said-the D. E. A.
administrator, John R Bartels
Jr.

But “by mutual consent >
foth * organizations- have can-~
celed agreements under which
Federal drug agents {rained

C.LA. agents in narcotics in-

telligence work, ~Mr, - Bartels
sald

The  drug agency's intelli-

gence unit and the agency’s re-
lationship with the C.LA. will
probably come under scrutiny
when a planned Senate select
committee reviews the Govern
ment’s domestic intelligence op-
erations. A Senate vote to cre-
ate the committee xs expected

Monday.

* Robert Feldkamp, 2 spokes-
man for the drug agency, said
;in response to questions that
former C.LA.. personnel
were empbved in the drug

26

agency's 1ntell]gence division,

1 S01e WUH\]H" in ine deﬂlﬂg-
\ton- office and others in field

‘offlces

% Twenty-seven more former.
{CIA employes now work in
the enforcement division, most

16f them as narcotics agents in
ithe United States and abroad
kMr Feldkamp said.

+-The drug agency absorbed
isome of the former C.LA. per-
sonnel. from other Federal nar-
cotics agercies that “operated
independently until™ all

‘the merger, Mr. Feldkanip said. ]
.No- numerical breakdown was,
avallabke e

.The drug orgamzation te-
ports a force of *about 2,400,
agents . and 232 ~intelligence

international -narcotics

were}
merzed into the single opera-.

tion in July, 1973. Others havé';
been brought into D.E.A. since}

specialists.
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By Timothy S. Robinson
Washington Post Statf Writer
. When Vietor Marchetti
talks, the CIA listens.

Yesterday, the ex-CIA of-

fficial’s forum was a witness
_chairina federal courtroom
‘here, from which he spoke
almost casually about the in-
-telligence agency’s alleged
role as the world’s largest
airline conglomerate.
A CIA representative was
late’ for . Marchetti’s testi-
‘mony, but Marchetti said he
was sure the agency would
‘gét a.report on what he had
said anyway. The CIA man
in a brief interview said
nothing to discredit “Mar-
chetti’s claim that the CIA
would get such a report. -
Marchetti, whose articles
and books about the CIA
have brought legal moves by
the agency to prevent their
‘publication, named various
airlines he said were CIA
fronts. The airlines were set
up, he testified, so the U.S.
could have quick access to
planes and crews for para-
military operations.
* Marchetti was a witness*

“in a civil suit growing out of

of the death of an Agency
for International Develop-
ment official in South Viet- .
nam in August, 1972. :
The official, Roy Fer-
rence, was one of eight pas-
sengers killed instantly

..when the China Airlines

plane in which he was flying .
crashed into Dragon Moun-
tain 7% miles south of
Pleiku. X
His widow, Jane Ferrence
of 407 Orleans Circle SW,

Vlenna is suing China Air-
lines and Air America—an-
other alleged CIA airline—
in connection with the
crash. <

Air _ America says it
should not be a party to the
suit, since it was a China
Airlines plane that crashed
while flying under a subcon-
tract to Air America.

Marchetti’s testimony was
heard apparently as an at-
tempt by Mrs. Ferrence's at-
torney, John Gionfriddo, to
show that Air America and
China Airlines are both op-
erated by the CIA and
therefore are both proper
parties to the suit.

The former CIA aide, who
said one of his titles with
the agency was executive
secretary to. the executive
committee on air matters,
was the first witness pre-
sented to the six-member
civil jury before U.S. Dis-
trict Judge John H. Pratt.

Marchetti gave his cur-
rent profession as “writer”
before being asked ques-
tions about his CIA days
and the world of “plausible
deniability” and “air pro
pnetary operations.”

He is under an m]unctxon
from a federal judge in Al-
exandria not to divulge gov-
ernment  secrets before
clearing such disclosures
with the CIA, and Marchetti
said that he did not believe
he got into any new matters
in his testimony yesterday.

Marchetti told of weekly
meetings of the executive
committee on air matters,
during which CIA officials
would discuss the operations
of such airlines as Air

WASHINGTON STAR NEWS
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Slnger Suing CIA 3

!

!

-Singer Eartha Kitt says she will sue.
the Central Intelligence Agency for al--
legedly compiling a dossier on her after:
she criticized the Vietnam war at a’
party at the Lyndon Johnson White
House. She said' the file was continued -
dqrmg the administration of Richard M. .
Nixon. ‘“They went to people I had met

~ and asked them about my conversa-
tion,"” she said in London yesterday.

N Air Transport,

America, Air Asia, Southern’
CAT/CAL
(Civil Air Transport/China

Airlines), and Intermountain

Aviation.
He said the dlscu<smns
even would deal with trans-

fers of planes from one air-
line to another, and the pur-

chase of new planes, Deter-

-mining the exact size of the

CIA’s air operations was a
problem, he added at one
point.

He said later that one CIA
official once described the
air . operations complex as
bigger than the agency itself
in terms of employees, and
as having more aircraft than
any U.S. airline.

Marchetti said the airline
companies allegedly oper-
ated by the CIA ‘really did
do business as part of their
cover,” but that their main
purpose was to “provide air-
capabilities for CIA’s para-
military activities.”

He said the airlines “fly
in mnn—nungwnc ﬂy ont
wounded” and * perform
other such operations when
American military forces do
not want to be a-irectly in-

volved.

As Marchetti 'was prepar-
ing to leave the fourth floor
of the courthouse, after teg-
tifying, an elevator door
opened and a man carrying
a briefcase got off. It was a
CIA attorney, who said only
that he had been called by
someone in _the Ferrence
case to catch Marchetti’s ap-
pearance on the stand.

“John!’ eried Marchetti.
“You’re late! I've already
testified.” :
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CIA Used Local Police Credentials

as

By Allan Frank

Stee-News Stalf Writer

The Central Intelligence Agéncy

has, on at least two eccasions, obtain- -

ed credentials from local police de-
| tartments for use in operations inside
the United States. S
During the intensive period of anti-
war demonstrations in 1971, CIA se-
curity officers borrowed 20 sets of
credentials from a local police de-
partment for use while infiltrating
crowds gathered near CIA offices.
While the CIA has not confirmed
which police departments granted the
credentials, one source told the Star-
News that the Fairfax County Police
Department has provided CIA men
with badges and badge cases to
‘'cover” agents’ -activities in the
county, where the CIA headquarters
building is located at Langley.

THE SOURCE, a Fairfax County
})oliceman who asked not to be identi-
ied, said the badges often were those
of ‘‘sergeant and above” and were
kept in reserve for the CIA by a coun-
ty policeman.

Fairfax Commonwealth’s Atty;

Robert F Horan Jr. said, “I've heard

it. suggested that there were occa-

sions when an individual (from CIA)
was given credentials as a cover.”™

The CIA security officials also are
said to have obtained credentials on
another occasion in 1971 for use in
surveillance of agency employes who
were alleged to have been involved in

- leaking information about foreign

intelligence operations, -

The agency has been reluctant to
disclose its relationships with local
police departments.

- AS RECENTLY as last week, the
CIA declined to_ identify-any of the
dozen or so police departments for
which it has provided training, other

than the five identified in a 1973 arti-
cle in The New York Times. Those
were the departments in New York
City, Boston, Washington and Fairfax
and Montgomery Counties. )

However, ranking officers in Ar-
lington and Alexandria recently veri-
fied that officers in those depart-
ments also had received training
from the CIA at a federal installation
jn Suitland, Md. ’

In a Feb. 1 letter to Rep. Edward 1.
Koch, D-N.Y., CIA Director William
E.' Colby said, “It serves no useful
purpose to publicize these identitips at.
this time, for among other, things,

such publication could hamper cur-
rent police programs and disclose the
identities of certain police personnel
in those programs.” :

AUTHORITATIVE documents ob-
tained by the Star-News did not
specify which police department, or
departments, handed over creden-
tials to the CIA, but did definitely

-- Approved.For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP77-00432R000100350001-8 |
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over’in

establish that such transactions had

occurred, The credentials reportedly
have been destroyed. ) .
The CIA has stated publicly that it

terminated cooperative training pro-.

grams for police departments in
early 1973 at the direction of then-

Director James R. Schlesinger. In-

August 1973, Congress amended the
Omnibus Crime Control Act to ex-
clude the CIA from assisting local po-
lice departments. -

While ‘the use of local police
credentials is believed to have occur-
red only while the agency was work-
ing with local police departments, at
least one congressman believes CIA
officials exceeded their authority to
protect agency property or conduct
surveillance. involving foreigners in

4

Operations™

LOS ANGELES TIMES
6 February 1975

Self-Proclaimed Ex.CIA
Man Advertises for Job

From Reuters

CARACAS, Venezuela—A ‘man claimiﬂg io be a former
CIA agent Wednesday advertised his_services. here as 2.

bodyguard. .
. A classified advertisement.

carried by the daily El Unj-

versal newspaper said: "Former CIA agent offers his ser--

vices as bodyguard for an important person.*

the United States.

KOCH SAID he believes
CIA use of the credentials
was-illegal under. the agen-.
cy's . charter, which pre-
cludes involvement in
domestic activities. “For.
them to even simulate or
use police credentials in any
way domestically would
constitute a - violation of
their basic legisiative char-
ter,”, Koch said. “They are
not allowed to engage in
domestic law enforcement. .

“I'm not an enemy of the
CIA. I believe that they have
a vital role to play in the
area of espionage and
counter-espionage over-
seas,” he said, ‘‘but in no.
way should we tolerate their
violation of the law. There's
no doubt that the CIiA has
violated both the law itself
and the spirit of the law.”"

Horan, who learned about-
the. possible transfer of
credentials ‘during an ongo--
ing investigation of alleged-
corruption and impropriety
in the Fairfax police depart-
ment, said he believed CIA
use of such credentials was

legal. o
“IT WOULD NOT be a

criminal offense. I don’t see.

anything wrong with it. [
don’t know what violation of
personnei rules it might
be,” Horan said. *‘The CIA
is a legitimate law enforce-
ment organization and, as
far as I know, there is no
state or federal statute that
might cover this. I guess
somebody might be theoret-
ically able to make a case of
impersonating a police
officer.” .

" Angus MacLean Thuerm-

er, assistant to the director,
-of the CIA, said, "I certainly’

don't know about that
(about the credentials) and
I don’t know whether we

would comment on that sort.

of thing. That sounds like ar’
operational matter and we
seldom, if ever, comment on.
that sort of thing. It is not
our practice to discuss rela-
tionships between police de-
partments and the agency,
if any,” - PR

Col. Richard A. King, who
became-chief of the Fairfax
police department at the
beginning of the year, said
he had *‘no personal knowl-.
edge™ of any credentials

being issued to CIA. King v

added: “I can't confirm. or
deny it. It would not be a'
practice I would condone.”

FORMER Fairfax Police,

-Chief Wiiliam L. Durrer,

who retired at the beginning
of January, said, *‘As'far as
I know" the CIA did not re-
ceive any credentials.
“Now, I didn't deal with
them on a day-to-day
basis,” he added. :

King confirmed that his.
department had no records
of any its relationships with
the CIA, inciuding-any lists’
of the dozen or so officers it

* already has acknowledged

were traired in lpck-pick-
ing. electronic surveillance
and other techniques by
CIA. : :

While no comprehensive
list of the aid CIA has given
to local police departments
has been made public, the
agency has acknowledged it

trained local police officers-

and occasionally provided
their departments’ with

equipment, such as a’ so-

26

. has held a

phisticated machine that
can detect whether a person
2 metal object
‘within 24 hours. .
Local police departments
also have received a classi-
fied manual called
““Where's What” that was.
prepared about 10 years ago
by a CIA security officer to
acgicet nthor agen-
cies in their searches for
information in the volumi-
nous files maintained by
governments, businesses,
schools and other
institutions. . :

THAT STUDY was com-
piled during 1965 and 1966 by
a CIA employe holding 2
federal executive fellowship
at The Brookings Institution
in Washington, where clas-
sifed work is- prohibited.
Brookings officials said
they believe the man under-
took the work openly and
*‘in good faith,” but that his
work was classified “confi-
dential"” by CIA after he left
Brookings and the agency
had published the book,-

The author, Harry J.
Murphy, said “the original
understanding with the peo-
ple I worked for" (the ClA)
was that the book would be
classified and printed in
1,000 copies. “I don’t know
whether they (Brookings)
knew it was classified.”

Brookings officials said
that had they known the
reference work was intend-
ed to be classified, they
probably would not have
permitted Murphy to use
Brookings facilities.

-
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INTELLIGENCE:

Who's Got the Secret.s.".;

The Central Intelligence Agency duty
officer in Bonn studied the draft cable
on his desk. It was addressed to the
CIA’s headquarters in Langley, Va., and
its language was a bit pungent. Ordinari-
ly the agent would have winked, coded
.it and sent it on. Last week, however,
he penciléd out the billingsgate and re-
turned the draft to the spy who had
written it. “I've fixed it,” he reported,
“so that it would look better on the front
‘page of The New York Times.”

As that remark indicates, the secret
life of American spies abroad isn’t so se-
cret any more. With the press, Congress
and the Rockefeller commission all threat-
ening to throw klieg lights on their
murky operations, CIA agents are trying
to keep an even lower profile than usual.
“There are times you feel the only ones
left you can talk to are the KGB,” says
one frustrated agent in Western Europe.
Last week, however, Bonn bureau chief
Milan J. Kubic managed to interview

one of “The Company’s” senior officers.

Some comments by a spy in distress: |

What's happening to the CIA is a de-,
moralization of the old hands, who real-
ize that they can’t count on protection in
Washington. There has been no order to
reduce our activities, but I find myself
more cautious. Suppose we tried to en-
list a Czech official as a spy and Prague
made a big public fuss. In today’s atmos-
phere, I don'’t feel I have the support I
would have had five. years ago—so I
don’t do it. The question we’re asking
ourselves is, why can’t anybody restore
the respectability of our profession? The
agency is on the verge of coming apart.

Our strength lies in falking to people
who tell us things on a strictly confiden-
tial basis. Now, suppose I go to the
West German FBI and ask them for a
tracer on some prominent German, and
they have reason to think that the in--
formation will show up the next week in
Newsweex. How much do you think
they will tell me? i

Suppose we go through the luggage of :
an ‘Arpnp:;ican r_a%iical in a Paris hotel. Are.
we violating his constitutional rights? And
if we don’t do it, can we still keep
abreast of the KGB, which is as aggres-
sive as ever, and which still regards the
U.S. as the prime enemyP I'm afraid
that we're headed for an era when I
be told to catch a spy but I'll be denied
the means to catch him. It all really boils
down to the question of whether ,an
agency like ours can exist in a democrat-
ic society. [CIA director William] Colb)tl
still thinks so, but 1 for one doubt it.

&

[Young and talented agent.s] are just:
beginning to enter the service again—
after the recruitment drought of the-
radical late ’60s. One of the older hands,
in the Bonn station has taken it upon!
himself to collect all of the recent critical

. articles about the, CIA and to circulate-
them among the young newcomers. It’s
much better to bring the whole business
.out in the open so they don’t keep these.
disturbing questions to themselves and
their wives. We're finally getting some
first-class talent again. It would be a real
blow to lose it.

WASHINGTON STAR
10 February 1975
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" Star-News Staff Writer

‘Fairfax County Executive Robert
- W. Wilson today confirmed a story in
yesterday's Star-News that the coun-
ty police department has allowed
Central Intelligence Agency security
officers to use department creden-
tials for the security organization’s
operations. :

Shortly after Wilson's report, the -

county board of supervisors voted
unanimously to ban any further hand-
ing out of county credentials to per--
sons outside the police department
and to request that any kredentials
.now held outside the department be
returned at once.

"WILSON SAID a detailed report on
the county police relationship with the
CIA, which is headquartered in Fair-
‘fax at Langley, will be released late
tomorrow or early Wednesday.

The story in yesterday’s Star-News .

said that the CIA had, on at least.two

occasions in 1971, obtained creden-
tials from one or more local police de--
partments. The story also quoted an
unidentified county policeman a$
saying that the Fairfax deparinieni
had previded badges and badge cases
of ‘“sergeant or above'for CIA
agents, ‘
On one occasion, the CIA secured 20
badges from the police department
for use in infiltrating crowds gather-
. ed at anti-war demonstrations near
CIA buildings. On another occasion, -
the CIA security officers used police
-credentials to watch a CIA employe
who allegedly was involved in
unauthorized release of information
about foreign intelligence operations.
Wilson told the supervisors, *“There

is information that we have received
this morning that needs to be brought
before the board and the public.” The
written report, he said, will “‘explain
_exactly what happened and will con-
tain statements by all those
concerned.” )

WILSON SAID that denials yester-
day from him and Fairfax County Po-
lice Chief Richard A. King had been
‘based on a belief that such handling of -

" credentials had not happened but that

‘further investigation today ‘had
proved them wrong.. Both Wilson and
King took office after the CIA got the
credentials.

Both men now say that the policy of
the police department will be to not
hand out credentials to anyone out-
side the police department.

" ““This does not mean that we would

. not cooperate with federal agencies in

matters of national security,” Wilson
said. The supervisors affirmed the
policy decision by Wilson. and King
with a unanimous vote. I
In a brief but anxious discussion,
the supervisors decided not to call in
any third party, such as the Virginia
State police, to investigate the in-
‘volvement with the CIA until the re-
.port from Wilson has been issued. -
Rep. Edward I. Koch, D-N.Y., said
today that he will renew a demand of
his in Congress that the CIA be forced
to name all of the police departments
it aided in training several years ago.
Koch said the story in the Star-News
that Fairfax gave credentials to the
CIA for domestic use “shows why it is
important that they release the
-names of these police departments.
How eise are we going to find out,
what these people did?"’ T :

- THE CIA has confirmed that it
trained ‘‘about a dozen""police depart- -
ments but has released only the
names of five, those in New York
City, Boston, Washington and Fairfax
and Montgomery counties. The Star-
News has learngd that police officers
from Arlington and Alexandria also
have been trained by the CIA.

In 1973, when the story broke that -
the CIA was training some policemen
in electronic surveillance, lock-pick-
ing and other intelligence-gathering
techniques, Koch said he “suspec-
ted"that there was more to the story.

‘‘Clearly what they were doing in
Fairfax County was getting creden-
tials,” Koch said. “Unless we get this
list of the 12 police departments (in-
volved with the CIA) so that the press
and others can make inquiries, we'll
never really know what went on.” ,

Investigating the CIA

Oh, swelll 1 was beginning to worry -
about what the Congress would have to

- do when it goes back to work this month.

Now that Watergate, Rockefeller and the -
Rome hunger conference are out of the

way, they would only have the stagger-

ing economy and the ripoff of the Ameri-

can consumer to deal with. My concem

was premature, however—now we can

look forward to months of investigations,

committee  hearin

gs and moralistic
Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RD5;7-00432

speechmaking about the evil doings of
the CIA (NATIONAL AFFAIRS, Jan. 13).
How fortunate we are that our elected
representatives have such a clear grasp
of priorities!

. JaMmes A. Corrans
Tarawa Terrace, N.C.

®The CIA once again seems to have
been Caught In the Act.

Goroon M. THOMAS
Pilot Mount:}in, N.C.
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YD SHEARER
DEFELY.

L

security apparatus, se—
cretly contributed $1 - -
million to defeat the.

ernor of your state _ -
when he comes up for re—
election?

How would. you feel if
MI~-6, the British Intelli~
gence Service, bribed-
three of your Congressmen®

like'it if

Or the French Intelligence’

™28 How would yoﬁi

Tm the EKGB, the,
Eg“‘~Soviet Union's

Service. helped engineer a .

rupture between this
country and Canada?

Would you not regard the'

interference of foreign
agents in U.S. elections
and domestic, affairs as
breaches of ‘sovereignty?

For years, our Central
Intelligence Agency has
been doing exactly'that——-_
interfering in the do-
mestic affairs of foreign
nations, bribing, corrupi—
ing, influencing, stimu—
lating revolutions,
financing armies, helping
those it considers Priendly
forces and harming those
it considers enemies of
the U.S.

ANOTHER'S VIEW

¥

& former Central Intel— °

ligence Agency field
officer, Philip Agee,

believes that the CIA has

no right to make such
afbitrary decisions, has
no such right to interfere
abroad. He has therefore
written a book in which
he names his former CIA
‘colleagues so as to "neu-
tralize them.™ .
The book, already Tub~
lished in Great Britain,
is entitled, "Inside The

- Company—A CIA Diary,™ and

will soon be published in
this country. Galleys are
circulating in the intel~
ligence community. And
Agee is granting inter—

views abroad to publicize'

the book. ’

Explaining that he waé~‘

a8 field officer for the
CIA in Latin America for
10 years, Agee, when asked
if he didn't feel any -

_;bbligation'to protect K

:other CIA men in the
.field, replied: “Why i
-should I be delicate with .
,them? These people are
‘promoting fascism around
“the world.” (The CIA
.changed its agents in .
Latin America prior to the
‘publication of Agee's )
‘book.) o
. Agee, who now lives in .
‘Cornwall, England, with a
“Brazilian beauty he claim
:was tortured in her own
country by the secret
Yolice, has become an
‘ardent socialist.

" He says he was recruited
by the CIA when he was an
undergraduate at Notre
Dame, subsequently was
posted by the agency to
Ecuador, Uruguay, and
Mexico.

. In Quito, Ecuador, he
‘explains, he was highly

dnstrumental in fomenting L

‘a break in Ecuador-Cuba
relations and in bhaving

- the far left subjugated

by the Ecuadorian military
in.1963. . .

* In Uruguay he supervised -
operations against Cuban )
diplomats,. learned quickly
that the CIA had estab-
lished an observation yost
overlooking the Cuban
"embassy and Photographed
via telephoto lens all
‘those entering the embassy.

The CIA, he claims, also.
.tapped the Cuban embassy
. telephones. -

As for the Soviet diplo-

‘mats in South America, the

CIA filmed them while they
‘Were conversing in the
various embassy gardens.
.There, the Soviets con-
versed freely, convinced

. that they weren't being
wiretapped or recorded via
concealed microphones.

The films of the Soviet
‘diplomats conversing would
then be played for Russian
‘1ip readers who in turn
would reveal the secret
-garden conversations.

Why did Agee turn

against the CIA? One rea—
son was that he couldn't
tolerate the brutal tor—
tures which the various
Latin Americen.police
practiced on their politi-
cal enemies. The thought
that he, in part. was re— .
-sponsible for such cruelty -~
turned him off his work.

{ Like 211 CIA agents, -~
' Agee-was given various ‘;8

4
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i covers. In Ecuador he wasg

:listedas a civilian employee
of the Air Force. In Mex-
ico he masqueraded as a

“United States Olympic =
Games attaché. He arrived

“in-Mexico 18 months before
the Olympic Games ang

_ tried to recruit prospec—

tive agents. - ) .
! Since Agee quit the CIA, —
‘he claims that the agency
"has tried to discredit
him as an alcoholic, has
‘used attractive women .
against him, that in Paris
‘one of them loaned him a
bugged typewriter, which
would reveal via a secret
location device where he
was. ‘ coE T
Before the CIA employs
an agent it compels him
to sign-a contract in °
which he agrees not to
reveal any of the agency's’
activities. Such protec-
tion apparently is not .
strong enough to safeguard-
‘intelligence secrets. k
Which is why William-
Colby, current director of"
the CIA, has recommended |
‘legislation to help pro-- .
tect such informaticn.
NEED NEW LAW
MThere are criminal
penalties for people who
reveal income tax returns
Or census returns or even
cotton statisties," Colby’
. recently told U.S. News -
and World Report. "But .
-there are no similar pen—
alties for persons who
reveal the name of an
intelligence officer or’
agent or an intelligence
secret, unless they give
it to a foreigner or in- .
tend to injure the United
States."” = :
Unfortunately for: Colby,
who is certainly the most
open and possibly the
best director in CIA his— -
tory, the image of the CIA
is now so damaged——the
result, under €olby's pre-
decessors, of its unwar-
ranted interference in
this country's internal
affairs—that he will be
‘lucky if the CIA is not
reorganized from top-to
bottom, never mind Con—
gress legislating criminal
- renalties against agents
who blow the CIA's cover. .
The belief that the CIA .
could supervise itself
endlessly has come a
eroppor.
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By NICHOLAS M. HORROCK ', ;
8 Special to The New York Times N
* WASHINGTON, FEb. 12—Ef-
forts of the Federal Bureau of
Investigati  Investigation - to

combat Arab guerrilla terrorism.
.—the efforts allegedly included
a burglary of the Arab Informa-
tion Center in Dallas by
|Government agents—are likely
to come under the scrutiny of a
new Senate committee, accord-:
ing to Senate sources.

The new Committee, Select
Committee to Study Govern-
mental Operations With' Re-
sPect to Intelligence Activities,
headed by Senator Frank
Church, Democrat of Idaho, has
not begun active 1nvest1gat10ns
or finished slecting a staff. But
well-paced Capitol Hill sources
said that the committee would
be provided with evidence of
F.BI. domestic . intelligence
operations  against alleged
Palestinian terrorist groups.
The evidence was said to. in-
clude statements by L. Patrick|.
Gray, 3d former director of the
F.B.IL

C.ILA. Request Reported

According to sources on the
now defunct Senate Watergate
committee, Mr. Gray testified
that ag acting F.B.I. director he
authorized an illegal entry of
the Arab Information Center in
Dallas in the fall of 1972 to ob-
tain a list of 94 alleged Al Fatah
agents. The list allegedly be-
longed to Dr. Seif Wadi Ramabhi,
the director of the center.

Mr. Gray, according to the
Watergate committee sources,
gave the same information to
the Watergate special prosecu-

New Senate Panel May Study F.BI Drzve on Arab

tor. It is the Watergate commit.
tee’s material on F.B.I. opera-
tions that will reportedly be
given to the Senate committee.

The operation was mounted,
Mr. Gray reportedly said, be-|
.cause the F.B.I. had been told:
that the documents might con-
tain a list of names of men in-
volved in planned assassina-
tions in the United States. The
operation,
tioned briefly in Newsweek ma-
gazine in 1973, obtained a list
of 94 names written in Arabic
with. addresses "in the United
States and Canada, according
to Watergate commlttee sour-
ces. \

The F.B.I. was’ actmg ona re-
quest from the Central Intel-
ligence Agency, according to
committee sources. The C.LA.,
n turn, was following up on in-
telligence receibed from foreign
governments that believed the
international Palestinian terror-
ists were operating in 'the Unit-
ed States, these sources said.

The Daullas operation was part
of stepped-up . counterintel-
ligence activities against Arab
terrorists following the mas-|
sacre of Israeli athletes at Mu-
nich in the Olympic Games of
1972. At the same time, al

|Governmentwide

operation
agamst terrorist  ‘activities,
‘dubbed “operation’ " boulder,”
‘was ordered by President Nix-
on.

There appeared to be a linki!
between the Dallas incident
and the surveillance of Abdeen
M. Jabara, 'a Detroit lawyer,
which the F.B.I. has acknow-
ledged in Federal’ court. The

PUBLISHERS WEEKLY
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——

by Philip Agee

INSIDE THE COMPANY:

CIA DIARY

The most sensational book ever pubhshed
about the CIA and its manipulations in world
affairs, this is the explosive story of a CIA
secret operations officer that Newsweek says

“will put Washington's

entire intelligence

community on edge.” Exposing codes, naming
names, unraveling the structure and enormous
power the CIA wields in the world, Philip
Agee's story is both a narrative of massive
American intervention in Latin American
politics and an explanation of exactly what

happens in the CIA on

a day-to-day basis.

To be published in England, France, Germany,
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which was  men-j

"F.B.L said that it monitored 40

conversations of Mr. Jabara, an
American citizen, when he;
talked with pe"rsons being wire-
tapped

1t also ackncvwledged askmg
questions about Mr. Jabara and
making reports on his speeches!
even though it said he s not 't
subject of a criminal investiga-
tidn. -

Mr. Jabara ‘said in a tele-
phone interview that he was in
icontact with Dr. Ramahi. in
1972 on “Legal problems that.
Dr. Ramahi had.’

Dr. Ramahi was a Palestinian!
who was employed by the Arab
League to run the Information
Center in Dallas. He was not
an American citizen, although
he was a graduate of Southern
Illinois University., .

Dr. Munir Bayoud, an Ameri-
can citizen of Palestinian|
descent and the present direc-
tor of the Dallas office, said in
a telephone. interview that he
did not believe that Dr. Ramahi
was in any way. involved in
terrorist operations. “He
wouldn’t hurt. a fly -
Bayoud sdid.

“"He added that Dr. Ramam
had mentioned to him that he
“lost” -
tained a mailing list of names
of Arab students and others of.
Arab descent in the United;
States. “I think the F.B.I used|
this list to harass these people,”
Dr. Bayoud said.
Recently Visa Denied

Dr. Ramabhi, Dr. Bayoud said,
i$ now chargé d'affaires in
‘Libya for the United Arab Emi-
rates. He said that Dr. Ramahi|

i

New. Statesman

“Terrorism

was out'of the country in the]
fall of 1972- on a honeymoon
and was refused a re-entry visa
by the United. States authori-
ties. Government sources con-,
firmed this.

Former senior United States
intelligence officers said that
they belxeved the Dallas opera-
tion was “fully justified” in the
light. of information the United
States had received and the
acts of terrori$m occurring al-
most ‘weekly in this period.
They pointed out that in July,
1973, an Israeli military at-
taché, Col.- Yosef Alon, was
murdered by gunmen in his
home in Chevy Chase, Md., near
Washington. The killers have
never been found.

- A spokesman for the F.B.L
declined to comment on these
various activities before Clar-
ence M, Kelley, director of the
F.B.L, gives his testimony.

Mr. Jabara sued the F.B.I in

‘that the agency had put him

a briefcase that con- -

1972, after becoming convinced

‘under surveillance, he said in
the interview. He was later
joined in the suit by the Amer-
ican Civil Liberties Union. .

In answer to Mr. Jabara's
“interrogatories” in his suit, the
F.B.I. said that it had kept
track of his activities -as far
back as August, -1967. The
F.B.I said that it monitored his
conversations when it picked
him up as.a result of “lawful
national security electronic sur-
veillance conducted to obtain
foreign intelligence,” .

R

24 January 1975

[0 One of the most courageous writers of
our time is surely Philip Agee, the former
CIA man who has come clean, naming
names, in Inside the Company: CIA Diary
(Penguin, 95p). I hope that he is reasonably
safe where he is now living, in Cornwall;
but it was daring of him to take his wife
and children,-for a New Year holiday, to
Spain and Portugal. When he got their car
off the ferry at San Sebastian they saw five
cars drawn up in line, each with three men
in it. These cars followed them wherever
they went. At Santander they turned off to
see the prehistoric caves at Altamira; the
five cars went too. Once they saw one of
their followers changing the licence-plate on
his car. Another took their photograph with
a ‘robot camera’ -(the lens concealed in a
briefcase, familiar to Agee from CIA experi-
ence). By rapid turning down side-roads,
Agee managed to lose the five cars at Torre-
lavega. He is now (1) campaigning to identify
and expose many more CIA agents and (2)
writing another book analysing the relation
between the-level of internal repression in
various countries and .,the level of security
aid they receive from America. The two go

closely together.

Tom Drlberg
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William F. Buckley J

‘The CIA investigation un-

olds, mostly in the press, and
“here is no doubt that the
igency has become the major
lobgoblin of the day. The
~eight -of the hysteria was
-oiced at Yale University, by
Yohn Lindsay, who, briefly in

-2eidence there to be debrief- -

i on his experiences in
sunicipal affairs, attacked
he composition of the Rocke-
-eller panel,'and added that he
imself always knew that “‘the
C1A would become a monster
End smite us all.” Presumably
e CIA is to blame for the
-ankrupt condition of New
[ “ork City after eight years of
;2adership by Lindsay. Come
% think of it, there is no more

lausible explanation for the .

ness in New York than. that
.22 enemies of Lindsay were
ecretly running the govern--
aent. I
There was seldom a situa-
ron in - which journalistic
‘rinantics played so great a
-3le. Thus, the newspaper sen-
ence, “‘Mr. Angleton believes

fiat anti-war efforts were

-acked by foreign agencies” is
~:ad by one and all to mean,
Angleton entertains the

e solee abucecsmd ool sl o
svicusly absurd motion that

The Washington Merry-Go-Round

-anti-war efforts were backed
by foreign agencies.”

-THE SPOKESMEN for CIA
have not rushed forward to
give detailed acceunts of the
agency’s activities, and that’s
wrong. Or, as it is usually put,
the CIA has “refused to speci-
fy the basis of its allegations.”
But it is okay for Seymour
Hersh of the:New York Times
to make unqualified state-
ments on the basis of unspeci-
fied “well-placed sources.”
You will perhaps have observ-

. ed the technique. One day.
Hersh alleges that the CIA has

done thus-and-so. The next
day he quotes his own report
of the day before beginning
with the phrase, “Yesterday
the’}\lew York Times revealed

Then there is the subtle use

of quotation marks. “Richard .

Helms told the Senate Foreign

Relations Committee that he -

could not ‘recall’ whether the
White House had urged the
CIA to engage in domestic
spying. The New York Times,
quoting well-placed sources,
said that the CL\ had violated
. . .”” Why the quotes around

S P B TR I X T)
Helins recCau,

wiiére they

do not belong? Why' not quotes
around “‘well-placed sources

- where, according to the

rules of punctuation, they do

beleng? Consider, for a mo-*

ment, how differently these

_ twe sentences would read if

the placing of the quotation
marks had been reversed.

THE ONLY fresh zir recent-
ly was the story in the Wash-
ington Post, quoting the for-
mer liaison man between the
CIA and the FBI, who said
that there are ‘““grey areas” in
the law, resulting in the CIA’s
crossing into domestic opera-
tions for legitimate reasens.

" Sam Papich blamed these

murky areas on a statute that

-“goes from the vague to the

ridiculous.” .

“For example, he said” — I
quote the Post story — “a CIA
training program for local pe-
lice departments was widely

. thought to have been aimed at

anti-war activists and there-
fore represented an incursion
into the domestic field. In fact,

* its purpose was to share with
. local police several devices

and methods the CIA had de-
veloped in its own work. One
device, he said, is engaged in

*: The CIA Under Fire'

the apprehension of murderery
by detecting whether a sus
pect has held a piece of meta
in the last 24 hours.”

THE CHARTER says tha:
the CIA shall have “no police
subpoena, law enforcemen:
powers, or internal security
functions.”” But, Papich re
minds us, it also says that the
CIA director is “responsible
for protecting intelligence
sources and methods from
unauthorized disclosure.”

‘A Saviet spy in France out
of the blue travels to the
U.S.,” be said. “You don’t jusi
pick up the telephone and tell
Hoover...”. . -

Complexities are being los:
to the ideological rigidities
One wonders whether the

<critics of the CIA would reaily

demand that it reveal its file:
on connections between U.S
protests, and foreign money
Or — conceivably — will z
thorough investigation revea
that the CIA has not done¢
enough? Does it make sense
in any case, to repeal the lav
of hot pursuit when the enem;
is detected flying into you:

OWD LEITIOIY ?

THE WASHINGTON POST  Weduesdsy,Feb. 5, 1975

CIA Love Traps Lured1

iplo mats.

", o
+ By Jack Anderson .
and Les Whitien . I
For years, the Central Intelli-
gence -Agency operated love[
traps in New York City and San '
‘Francisco, where foreign diplo-!
,mats were lured by prostitutes
linthe pay of the CIA. o
; Through hidden one-way mir-!
srors, CIA agents filmed the sex-
{2l adventures and later tried
|io blackmail the victims into be-
{coming informants. .
! mThe stranger-than-fiction
istory of the blackmail operation.
is one of the secrets'which the
CIA frantically is trying to hide
from congressional investiga-
tors. But we have uncovered the-
details and will be happy to fur-
nish Congress with the evi-
dence. . -
Significantly, the CIA used
ithe old Bureau of Narcotics as a
:over for the bizarre sex setup.In
both cities, narcotics .agents
rented and maintained adjoin-
ing efficiency apartments. It
was their responsibility to make
sure the blackmail apartment

;Stocked with food and liquor, so
ithe victims wouldn't become
. suspicious. : ,
. In San Francisco, the black-
kmail apartment was opencd in’
Ithe late 1950s and closed about

(had alived-in look and was kept.

1965. It was equipped only with
bugging devices, not observa:
tion mirrors. The New York op-
eration lasted from about 1960
to 1966. .

On the East Coast, the dual ef-
ficiency apartments were lo-
cated on the sixth floor of a
high-rise apartment building in
Greenwich Village. On the wall
of the blackmail apartment was
hung a large painting of two
ships. But the painting was actu-

" |ally a one-way mirror.

- On the other side of the wall,
CIA agents could watch and film
the action through -the see-
through painting. The painting
was strategically placed so that
it gave the CIA observers a full
view of-the sofa, which opened
into a bed. A Japanese screen,
implanted with- microphones,
provided the sound for the CIA’s
blackmail movies. .
On the other side of the wall,
the one-way mirror was hidden
behind a painting with hinges.
The agents merely would swing
back the painting like cabinet
door for the peep shows in the
adjoining apartment. '
" To stage the shows, both male

and female prqstitutes with a
variety of sexual skills were
used. The CIA possibly got the

idea.from Russians, who long

30

have used sex blackmail to en-
trap Westerners into spying for
them.

Footnote: The narcs used the
apartments.when the CIA didn’t |
need them. "They would be ad-
vised to stay away on certain
nights. The monthly rent for the
dual Greenwich Village apart-

WASHINGTON POST
February 1975

5
Staff Chief
Chosen for

CIA Panel

William G. Millef, a Repub-

lican fereign policy analyst, is
Sen. Frank Church’s choice to
be staff director of the new
Senate Select Intelligence Op-
erations Committee, it was
learned yesterday. ]
Church, (D-Idaho), who will
be chairman of the 11-member

committee, is expected to-rec-’

ommend Miller at-the com-
mittee’s " first
meeting today.’ ;
The select committee has
been given a $750,000 authori-
zation, which means an inves-
tigative staff of about 30 pco-
ple. It will examine forecign

organizational

ments was $160 each.' The rent,}
food and liquor bills were paid
out of a special checking ac-
count in a bank near the New
York narcoties office. Qur asso-
ciate Bob Owens contacted a
CIA spokesman who said the
agency had “never heard of
this.” - B

and doniestic intelligence-
gathering by the FBI, the CIA
and ‘Pentagon intelligence
agencies.

Miller, 43, is currently, staff
director of Senate’s special
‘Committee on Termination of
the  National Emergency,
which has compiled an exhaus-
tive study of various emer-!
gency powers created over the
last 40 years. )

He served eight years in
the Toreign Service after
studying at Williams College,
Oxford and Harvard. From
1967 to 1973, he was the prin-
cipal foreign policy adviser to,
Sen. John Sherman Cooper,
(R-Ky.), the period when
Cooper and Church were co-/
sponsoring legislation to end
the war in Vietnam.

- Miller has written a number]
of articles on the Middle East}
and is a member of the Middle;
East Institute. He has “lop se-
cret” security clearance from
his service as a foreign policy
aide,on Capitol Hill, , . |
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CIA Reportedly Contracted With Hug E'aes

in Effort to Raise Sunken Soviet A—Sub

5 BY WILLIAM FARR
» and JERRY COHEN -

e Times Staff Writers

) cHoward Hughes contracted thhi

- the Central Intelligence Agency to

" raise a sunken’ Rusuan nuclear sub-
;marine from the Atlantic Ocean, ac-

' cording to reports circulating among
1Jocal law enforcement officers.

i~ The operation reportedly was car- )

ried out—or at least attempted—by
'the erew of a marine mining vessel -

owned by Hughes' Summa Corp. and ;

.designed in supersecrecy by a Los:
. Angeles firm. 3
The head of the latter firm demedﬂ

" 8hy knowledge of such an operation.

Confidential files on the operation
are believed to have been among the
documents stolen . by safecrackers.
from Summa's Hollywood offices at
'703) Romaine St. last June 5

'I’he thieves made an offer to return  °
‘Beach-based Glomar ‘Explorer, the’

‘the sensitive documents, but the:
;pfice tag initially was $1 million. The
amount was negotiated downward"
:over the subsequent months but the:
‘talks were broken off several weeks
ago’ -

| n the aftermath of the unsuccess-

fl';l] negotiations, it was decided by

aithorities to take the case before

‘the Los Angeles County Grand Jury.
“Three days of hearings have been

" schieduled by the grand jury, begin-.

‘nmg Tuesday. .
“Two of the key witnesses called to-
itestify are Nadine Hensley, a long-,

" BALTIMORE SUN
11 February 1975

‘time secretary to Hughes and pres
ently a senior vice presxdent for Sum-
:ma Corp, and Lou Gordon, described
by investigators as "being involved
with the movie industry.”

i ; Miss Hensley, reportedly one of the
few persons to see Hughes face-to- :
face in recent years, will be asked to
tell the grand jury what was taken i in
the burglary.-

Gordon is scheduled to explam his
role as an intermediary between au--
thorities and a man named Donald’
‘Woolbright, whom investigators ac-
cuse of demanding the huge sums for
return of the stolen items,

1t reportedly was Woolbright who
claimed one of the stolen documents
revealed the Hughes' organization in- -
~volvement in the submarine retrxeval;

.}at the request of the CIA

The ship mvoived is the Long

most advanced marine mining vessel
in the world, even though it is still in-'

-the experimental stage.

It was designed and is operated for

‘Summa Corp. by Global Marine, Inc,

which has offices’in downtown Los
An(mkue and (‘nnh:mr Ci fy

Global Marine Board Chairman R.
F. Bauer denied Friday any knowd
edge of the reported sub raising.

Paul. Reeve, general manager of

Summa's ocean mining division, said
‘the Glomar ‘Bxplorer, commissioned
Jast year, made no attempt to raise a

was made

- sunken submarine. ¢

. He conceded, however that it made

d
%
¥
i
i

a 10-day shakedown cruise in the At~ -

lantic but spent the time just off the
East Coast "mear the:mouth of the
Delaware River” ..

If the submarme-raismg operation
was indeed carried out, it is likely to;
have involved one of two Soviet un-

" dersea vessels:

A muclear-powered attack sub—
marine of the Soviet November class;
.which the Pentagon believes sank off{,

Spam in April, 1970.

~—Another nuclear submm‘me3
which foundered in March, 1972,
about 900 miles northeast of New-
foundland and Which may have sunk.;
This submarine was equped to car-.
ry three nuclear mmﬂes : 4

N ’I‘he local investigation is being-
‘conducted jointly by the district at-
torney's office and the Los Angeles
-Police Department but neither Dist.
:Atty. Joseph Busch nor Police Chief
“Edward M. Davis would comment.  °

3

At the time of the robbery, Summa;
.officials reported to police that $60,-'
.000 in cash was taken but did not de-:
“tail which files might be inissing. .

. Sources close to the investigation:
said that Summa officials may have"
realized for the first time that several
sensitive files had been taken when
the ransom demand for their return i

e F Rttt et et S B

‘What’s Required Is the Truth

Former Central Intelhgence Agency Director Ri-
‘chard. M. Helms told a Senate committee in 1973
that his organization was not involved in overthrow-
ing Chile's President Salvador Allende in 1973. He
was under oath at the time, and the questions were
pretty pointed. One questioner asked if the CIA were
involved even to the point of providing funds to anti-
Allende individuals or organizations in Chile. He
said no. Last month Mr. Helms was asked again
about the Chilean operation. A lot more information
had 'since come to light. Mr. Helms’s successor at

the CIA, William Colby, had testified that indeed,

there had been American aid funneled into Chile to
help anti-Allende forces, several million dollars
‘worth, and President Ford and Secretary of State
Kissinger briefed a number of members of Congress
-on just what did happen in Chile. Mr. Helms was left
-in an exposed position. So he told Senate questioners

this time that his first answers were wrong. What

else could he do?

Mr. Helms naturally has tried to put the best face’

on his early answers. He says they were not “lies”

but merely less than going “the whole way” in re-,

sponding. Whatever he calls it, the intent was to de-
ceive. Mr. Helms more or less acknowledges this in
his new testimony. He says that he felt compelled to
testify the way he did the first time because the Al-1
lende regime was still in power and he didn’t think it
was in the United States’ interest to reveal that, as
he put it, the Nixon administration “wanted“ Al-
lende overthrown. .

So he did not tell the truth. At the same hearing’
in 1873, Mr. Helms was asked about the existence of

-a domestic spy plan involving the White House and

intelligence agencies. He denied any knowledge.of
it. Mr. Helms now says he just had a “memory
lapse.” Yes, he says now, he did have knowledge of
such a plan. So, whatever the cause, he did not tell
the truth on that point, either. s
The best face that can be put on 1t is that Mr.

. Helms twice failed to give the full truth while under
‘oath—once out of patriotism and once out of faulty

memory. Thus, his credibility, if not his reputation,
has been besmirched. Yet another victim of a sys<
tem gone awry, yet another able and dedicated pub.
lic servant compromlsed L
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SECRET 1948 ROLE

BISCLGSED BY 0.8

Special to The New York Times

- WASHINGTON, Feb. 11—The
i State Department has just pub-
!lished documents showing that
: President Harry S. Truman was
.80 concerned over a possible
Communist " take-over in ltaly
“in+ 1948 that “he approved a
secret recommendation that the
Jnited States “make full use
o7 its political. economic, and if
necessary, military power”. to
prevent it. S
"> The latest volume of docu-
ments in the series “The For-
eign Relations of the United
States” contains National* Se-
curity Council reports that
were designed to help the pro-
Western Government of "Pre-
‘mier - Alcide de Gasperi’ turn
back the Communists in'-the
.elections of April, 1948.
- The volume does not indicate
what, if any, role was played
by the new formed Central In-
teligence Agency in carrying
-out the recommendations.
ETAO0 . S
- Other, nonofficial publica-
tions have reported -that the
agency was authorized to help
finance: the political and infor-
mation campaigns of anti-Com-,
munist forces.in this period.
. 'There are unexplained dele-
tions in the National Security
Council reports, as published by

~ o b st wraliima
the State Department velume,

that suggest they may refer to,
these secret activities. 1

-- One report, dated Feb. 10, -

1948, lists eight recommenda-
tions, The fifth, ending with a
deletion, says; “Actively com-
batting communist propaganda
sip-Jtaly by an effective U.S. in-
'?:i‘rrfation program and by all]
other practicable means [rest of
sentence deleted]. . -

Another report, dated March
8, recommends ‘“efforts by all
[feasible means {deletion] to de-
tach the Italian left-wing So-.
cialists from the Communists.

The same report recommends,
with an additional deletion:
*‘Continue to assist the Christian
Democrats and other selected
anti-Communist parties  [dele-,
tion].” o .

William M. Franklin. director
of the State Department's His-
torical Office, was asked
whether the deletions were
about clandestine activities. He
declined to discuss what had
been deleted.

He did volunteer, ' however,
the following in answer to ques-
tions in discussions with the
State Department’s outside ad-
visory panel on'the foreign re-|
- lationg series:

“It has been asrced that we
cannot cover in the foreign re-
Jations series, clandestine oper-
ations, covert intelligence
reports or any matters having
"to do with socret- weaponi or
nuclear progr'ms other than
those thot could be specifically
declassified.” -

Mr.” Franklin said that this{

policy was agreed upon so that
“crucial decuments that might

otherwise he denied publication|

;could bhe published, albeit with
deletions.

- department’s documents. But in

,agencies for the publication of

" Walter F. Lafeber, professor

The State Department’s for-

said . in--an
Approved For Release 2001/08/08
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... Establishment

s 0w Washington.
‘Some - establishment folk
.here, especially those afflict-
ed with:“Locust Valley lock.
Jaw"™ (a speech attectation en-
demic to old Ivy Leaguers)
-are worried sick that one of
thels own, Richard M. Helms,
may get zonked in the investi-
gations of the Central Intellig-
efice Agency, which he once
headed. P
Mr. Helms is on the spot,
particularly becausé of dis-
erepancies in his sworn testi-
mony over CIA involvement

in the Chilean elections and -

the admitted CIA spying on

U.S. civilians, in apparent vie. -

lation of the law. Mr. Helms
seems to be in the same kind
- of jam some members of Mr.
Nixon’s White House staff

were in’ during the most in- -

tense hours of the Watergate
scandal. RS

When the Nixon gang was
in trouble, establishment folk
?vr!\_joged it, because Richard

ixon viewed this crowd .

-with disdain, and the feeling
was mutual. When the Secre-
tary of State, Henry A. Kissin-
ger, was similarly-in trouble
.at one puint in Watergate, the
establishment folk rallied to
ki, because he, like Mr..

Helms, is one of them.

- ;Now we are indebted to
William Greider for his recent
article in the Washington
Post describing an “intimate
dinner party” given last week
for Mr. Helms by Tom Brad-
en, the columnist. If the idea
was’ to have Mr. Helms's
friends demonstrate their loy-
alty and affection for him in
his'hour of travail, fine.

According to Mr. Greider,
one of those honoring Mr.
Helms was Senator Stuart
Symington (D., Mo.), a mem-
ber of the Foreign Relations
Committee, which is studying
a Fossible perjury by Mr,
Helms on the Chilean matter.
Mr. Symington toasted the
“splendid job” Mr. Helms had
performed for the CIA, and W.
Averell Harriman, an elder
statesman, seconded that sen-
timent.

Mr. Kissinger joined . the
toast of Mr. Heims at the par-
ty, and was quoted as saying
that Mr. Helms is “an honora-

eign relations volumes used to
be almost entirely based on the

the postWwar period, the Nation-
al Security Council, the Central
Intelligence Agency, the De-
fense Department and other
agencies have begun to play
importznt roles in foreign af-
fairs. ;| -

This required that the editors
obtain ‘clearance from the

documents.

of historv at Cornell University,
who is chairman of the advisi]
ory committee for the

foreign
relations volumes, . j

*

P A

e

-ble man.” The Post story had ",
Mr. Kissinger expressing dis- .
may about what happened to
Mr. Helms and offering pri-
vate words of rebuke for the
present CIA director, William
E. Colby, and the Defense Sec-
retary, James R. Schlesinger,
for their parts in launching in-,
éernal investigations of the
IA !

. Mr. Kissinger was similar-
g irked when William D.
uckelshaus, as acting FBI
director, revealed that Mr.
Kissinger helped initiate the

FBI wiretaps on his own staf- -

fers and journalists on
5r<3_11nds ‘of “pational securi-
y

The most impassionéd -
speech for Mr. Helms, accord-+ i
ing to the story, was delivered -
by a former defense secretar-
¥, Robert S. McNamara, who
wanted one and ali to know
that, whatever Mr. Helms did, .
over the line or not, Mr.
McNamara. supported him .
fully. . . .
Some guests wept, but -
there is no report that Bar-
bara Walters of NBC's Today
show shed a tear. Nor did the
Israeli ambassador, Simcha
Dinitz (a good man who repre-
scals a courageous, Spartan
country), who should know
better than to get mixed up .
with this establishment bunch.

It was not startling that, a
few days later, the host wrote
in a column that poor Mr.
Helms never realized that one

.day he would be judged wrong

for carrying out the orders of
the President of the United
States. .

“Does a soldier quit the
field of battle when the gener-
al orders a foolhardy attack?”
the column asked, in defend- .
ing Mr. Helms. .

This kind .of defense also
must mean that H. R. Halde-
man, John D. Ehrlichman,
John N. Mitchell, John W.
Dean 3d, Jeb Stuart Magru-
der, Egil M. Krogh, Jr.,
Charles W. Colson—well,
name the Watergate sinners
—were only following orders,
just like Mr. Helms, Tsk, tsk.

And can you imagine the:
ruckus in this town, if, during
the height of the Watergate
furor, the late Murray M. Cho-
tiner would have given “an in-

interview that “the real prob-.
lem is that the National Se-
.curity Council is being very
sticky about releasing  docu-

- ments.”, g

This, in turn, he said, has de-
layed publication of the series,,
which is now up to 1948. .

Agencies can refuse to allow
publication of a. document for
up to 30 years old if it contains
“information or material dis-
(Clpsing a system, plan, instalia-
tioh or specific foreign relations
anatter. the continuing protec-
#tion.of which is essential to the
dational security.” In addition,
refusal can be based op the
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timate dinner party” for, say,
Haldeman and would have in-
vited, say, Senator Howard H.
Baker, Jr, Mr. Kissinger,
Melvin R. Laird and Waiter
Cronkite to come honor the
{:or, bedeviled  guests?
ughter and expréssions of
outrage would have followed.
_ Mr. ngington‘s' integrity
on the CIA investigation is
now as skinny as a cigaretle
paper. Mr. Kissinger, with his
close link to Nelson A, Rocke-
feller,” who supposedly is
heading a presidential investi-

" gation of the CIA, makes the

Vice President look bad. And
Miss Walters has forfeited her
right to speak as a journalist
about the CIA affair, now that
she toasted Mr, Helms, who is
being investigated. = .

What we have here are es--
tablishment folk showing that
they are just as human and
fallible as the Nixon gang, and
no better. If it is bad for Alr. -
Nixon's aides to claim they
were only following orders in
an apparent violation of the
law, it has to be just as bad
for Mr. Helms to make the
same claim. Else, this is truly
Alice in Wonderland.

As fcr Mr. Kissinger, ke
should be worried, too. He did
not tell the truth when acked,
under oath, to tell what ke
knew about the White House
“plumbers.” He appears rot
to-have told the truth on the
question of CIA involvement
with Chile--again when he
was under oath. :

Mr. . Kissinger and Mr.
Helms are really in the same -
ledky boat, only the establish-
ment searcilight now plays
only on Mr. Helms in this ear- |
eer-saving effort. Does Presi-
dent Ford know what is gaing
on? CL
ground of “disclosing intelli-.

gence sources or methods.”

Grounds .Fer Longer Delayv.

If a document is more than
20, years old. it can still ba
died publication if the depart-
ment concerned decides that
“continued protection of the
records is essential to nationai
security.”

Historians of the postwar pe-
ried are sceking to establisk
‘the role of the C.LA. and other
intelligence agencies to under-~
stand how American foreign
policy was made and carried
out. - . :

In Italy, for instance. the
C.LA. has been reported to
have played a significant role
as part of the American effort
in 1948 to suppori the de Gas-
peri Government.

In the latest issue of Foreign
Affairs Quarterly, for instance
Harry Rositzke, a former C.I.A.
official, said:

In 1948, spurred hv the Com-
munist take-over in Czechosle-
vakia and the Italirn =waliticsf
crisis, the National Securitr
Council gave the C.LA. the r~-
snensihility for ‘political, psv-
chological. economic  and
unconveritional warfare opera-

oo

5‘
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By Harry Kelly -
cmaso ‘mtme Press smke
WASHINGTON—In “1970)° when:- the :
Yhite House was demandmg more in-
formation about campus dissldents, the |
Central Intellizence: Agency asked
Northwestern University in Evanston, '
Iit.,.and reportedly other schools to no-
tify the CIA ‘routinely--of: all forengn
travel by faculty and staf. : : :
CIA’s approach to* Northwestem-—'
which -said no—came : within - three .
weeks aiter | White House - aide’ Tom ]
Charles Huston wrote in a “top secret” 1
memo }o Richard Helms, then CIA di- -
"rector, that “CIA coverage of Ameri-"
can students [and others] traveling or
living abroad-is to be,increased. At“‘
that time the White House was spur- i
ring intelligence agencies to learn if |
Unitéd States protests were msp:red
and ﬁnanced by Communist countries.. -,
A source at another large “university -
said he understood from other college |

adminictratars that the CT4 -nr;un:f n‘

agmnisiraier

Northwestern was nof unique. A C[A.
source. acknowledged this was true,

- CHICAGO TRIBUNE
19 JAN 1975

e A n."\' b }‘.-‘."

developments.™ ﬂese mckude busmess—

men, journalists,

‘have traveled fo certzin areas abroad.
The CIA spokesman said he had been:.

“as requestma a substantlal e‘\cpans.on

and teachers  who ©Of an existing program, according to
| university sources. !

Government contracts required univ-

assured the approaches to. North“e<t- ersities to report to the U. S. Industrial
ern and oiher universities had “no con-’ Security Office when an employe with'
nection whatscever” with the so-called: .2 government security . clearance plan-

THE CIA HAS come under fire re-’,
cently on charges that it conducted.ille-
gal domestic intelligence activities dur-
ing the late 1950s and early 1970s. Pres-
jdent Ford has authorized an eight-,
member panel under the chai.rmanship h
of Vice President Rockefeller to inves- -
tigate the charges.

The agency is also expected to be the | :
subject of hearings by several congres- |
sional commitiees. Senate Demoerats
may act on Monday to empower a spe-:
cial committee to conduct investiga-

" tions centering on the charges against
the CIA. ]

A CIA spokesman said the agency’s
request to universities for travel infor-
mation may have been intended as an
effort to carry out a domestic program .
CIA Director William E. Colby dc-‘
scribed to senate subcommittees lasti
week as a routine intelligence gather-
ing operation, : :

COLBY oxp]ained to inquiring senas”
tors last week trat one of the CIA’s
L. S. activities included its domestic
eollection division:

- “Jts representatives contact residents
of the United ‘States who are willing to
share with their government informa-|
lmn they possess, on Iorewn areas and

. Huston plan for domestic surveillance,i

ned. to travel to "a Communist bloc.

.which®.called for.- mretappmgs,._max[' country or to ah intematlonal meeting;

covers,,and breakdns, =

- The: Huston. plan " was blocked by the\
late™ ‘Federal™ Bureau- of Investigation’

Director J. Edgar Hoover. But it was.

"implemented plecemeal, Zaccording to;
‘secret memos placed in the record of -
Senate and House Waterﬂate mvestxga—
tmns. ) - B

AN INTERAGENCY committes on,

mtelhgmce which. included FBI, CIA,
-military, and National Security Agency
representatives, gave special attention
{6 Campuses in-a June, 1970, report
proposing the - elimination of many re-
~irictionis om . domestic surveillance—a
report that resulted in the Huston p‘an

‘w a substaiitial degree, miiitani
“fiew " Jeft “and . antiwar groups in- the
U. 8. are composed of students, faculty,
" members and others connected with
educational mstxtutxons,” the report
noted, -

The report warned that publie disclo-!

sure of the CIA’s funding of the Natfon-" .

al Student Association had been an em-
barrassment which “contributed to a:
climate adverse to intelligence-type ac-
tivity on college campuses and mth
student-related groups.”

But the 1970 report also observed

. i -at which -Communist -bldc representa-:

tweswould be {1 attendance. - =

y THESE REPORTS were also sent to
the CIA., - -
= I hxs statemeﬂt ‘to Senate subwm-
tmttees, CoIby acknowledged the CIA
may have overstepped ifs charter in-
some domestic intelligence operations,

i

dncluding the plantmﬂ of agents among’

dissidenf groups in the nation’s capital.
. Colby said that while the Huston plan
was not implemented, the.Interagency
Evaluation Committee [IECI, "coordi-
nated by White House counsel John W,

-Dean, was established. The 1EC includ-

ed representatives from FBI, Cia,
NSA, and Departments of State, Treas-

-ury, and Defense. Its pwpose was fo

provide. coordinated intelligence esti-
mates and evaluations of c1v11 disor--
de"s said Colby.

“Pursuant fo this,” be added “CIA
contmued itd counter-intelligence inter-
-est in possible foreign links with Ahmr-
_ican dissidents.” . R

TO MAINTAIN securﬂv on thls ClA
operation, Colby said, ‘the program
~was conducted on a hxghlv compart-
mented basis. As is necessary in count-

“restrictions currently in force limit] er-intelligence work, the details were

certain other elements of the intelli-

ence community access to some of the
most troublesome areas—campuses,
college faculties, foreign and domestic
youth groups, leftist 30urnahsts and’

black militants.”

IN A JULY z, 1970 memo to Helms
on the plan for domestic surveillance,
Huston said in one of the paragraphs
that coverage of violence-prone campus
and student-related groups was to be
increased. All restraints which limit
this coverage are to be removed. Also,
CIA coverage of American students’
Land otHers] traveling or living abroad
is to be increased.” Copies of the me-
mos went to President Nixon and hla
chief aide, H. R. Haldeman.

.In asking universities

all faculty and staff members, the CIA

|
g . o
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known.to few in the agency.”

- Colby suggested that the CIA count-
er-intelligence files were thick with the
details of who. knew whom and when
and how; who met whom and where:

“The backhone of an intelligence op-
eration, particularly a counter-intelli-
gence case, is detailed information —
thra which one can begin to discern
patterns, associations, and connections.

“In this sphere, therefore, any pro-
fessional intelligence organization tries
to 5vstematxcally record all scraps of
information.”

“Thus, whenever a name—-anvone
name-a date, a place, a phvsu:al de-
scription, appears anywhere in any op-
erational report, it is usually put into a

. ! eross-referenced master index.”
such as North-!
westerm to report all overseas travel of -

.
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- Moscow—The  month-long [ “The leadership thought jt
post-mortems” on the collapse

o " had firm assiurances from both
‘of the Soviet-American trade: o ‘ " )
agreemeént now are ‘complete. President Ford at Viadivostok

and the principal lesson is not
- the fragility of detente but of
how dangerously little the two.
superpowers know about each
other. -~ » .
. Accounts provided by Soviet
and ‘American officials famil-
iar with the lengthy negotia-
tions and backroom politicking’
fo. get the agreement imple-

mented make it clear that the;

major cause of .the collapse!
was a complete misreading in
each capital of tie other’s in-]
tentions. L -
" < “If this had been a matter of!
war or peace.”-said one Amer-'
‘ican, “we would'not be sitting
here anatyzing it all. All those

and later from Mr. Kissinger

VA ;'Cqmmunfst party leader—until’

'December 18 when the Krem-
{lin* declared in an -official-
statement that there was. no
‘agreement as portrayed by Mr.
Kissinger, whom it virtually
accused of lying to the Ameri-
can public. v .

- But then it was too late to
rewrite the Trade Reform Act,
which was adopted finally De-
cember 20 and signed by Pres-
ident Ford January 3. )

" The Soviet government, also
realizing that thé trade agree-
ment- negotiated two years ear-
lier was collapsing, warned

assessment " is that they must|
rely. en _much more than Mr.
Kissinger, in future dealings. ]
The Soviet _examination of
the whole affair was not the
sweeping’ reassessment pre-
dicted by- Mr. Kissinger — a
statement .greatly resented
here, for it implies, in Soviet
eyes, that a-switch from' de-
tente is under consideration.
Moscow’s decisions are not
Fully known yet, but the Krem-
lin is emphasizing repeatedly
that it wants to improve rela-
tions with-the United States
and will proceed at the same

feeling is Very strong that |ly F. Dobrynin,

in Washington that the com-

Mr. Kissinger through its am-
promiSe would be upheld. The

bassador in Washington, Anato-
| who' met with
Ford and ‘especially Kissinger jthé secretary of state Decem-
reneged or deliberately misled jber 18. He said Moscow could
us. But there were serious pol- |0t accept the American terms
itical - misjudgments on our -and thus.could not ratify the
part, too.” : ) . 1972 agreement.
On - the "American side, the

Mr. Kissinge;‘ apparently
fault was not only Mr. Kissin- told no one of this warning just
ger’s promise to deliver what

as he had kept secret a letter

. ‘handed him October 26 in Mos-

he could not, but a complete ‘cow rejecting his portrayal of

misreading of the gravity with' assurances he had received on
which the Kremlin viewed the | Jewish emigration. s

proposed American legislation.| “If he told President Fard

The Soviet leadership repeat-| about these warnings, he so
edly warned, both publicly and| minimized them that the even-

|

buttons probably would have :privately, that it could not ac-
been pushed.” . s cept’any overt American inter-
."A Soviet" specialist, on. the |\ ference into what it regards as
United States put it in lessfone of its. internal affairs —
. dramatic terms, but agreed!Jewish emigration. The only
that the trade snafu had been | assurances that Soviet officials
“a classic case of diplomatic iéver gave- Mr..Kissinger. ac-
imisinterpretation.” cording to well-placed sources
“Even after -three years of| here, _were that the -emigration
detente and four summit meet-{'issue would not stand in the
'ings in this era of rapproche- {|way of improved relations and

ment, we still- make cruciali'probably could be ‘resolved

tual Soviet rejection came as a
sufprise to Ford, too,” one

pace despite the trade setback.
" Trade plateau’ '

As for trade, i{ probably will
remain in the range of $1
billion to $1.5 billion until Mos-
‘cow gets most-favored-nation
treatment and government-
backed credits, In- contrast,]
trade with West Germany and
Japan probably will soar to
$2.5 billion this year and $3
billion next year. - o

“It will be up to the United !
-States to.straighten all this; -
out,” one well-informed Soviet
source said..‘‘We have gone as
far as we can and ‘any further
compromises would be impos-.
sible for Brezhnev and the

.prominent American business- leadership as'a whole.”
man reported after discussing |, Soviet officials here say that
the matter with the President | i there can be a short-term im-
and iwith White House aides. provement in trade relations if
One analysis is that Mr. Kis-i Congress repeals the tight re-
singer deliberately kept these Strictions it has placed on U.S.
warnings secret lest they fuel ., Export-Import Bank loans to
American suspicion about the finance Soviet purchases. of
extent and degree of the Soviet, American goods; but'no com-
;commitment to - detente, and, Plete resolution until most-fa-

misjudgments,” he said. “We.
Make . them: partially out of
ignorance and partially out of
the suspicion that 25 years of
thé cold war bred.”

- The Soviet misjudgment was
‘compound: The - Kremlin un-
derestimated the strength of
gforces opposing trade conces-
sions and the residual distrust
in, the United States of Soviet
‘motives. It overestimated the
strength of the Ford adminis-
tration, of Henry A. Kissinger,
ithe Secretary of State, of the
|business  supporters of * in-
creased Soviet-American trade.
Finally, it believed that de-
‘tente was far more important |
than it is to the average Amer-

-provide ammunition for critics! vored-nation status is granted

icompletely in two years. : i
completely in year: contending that the Russians

“Mr, Kissinger listened when |
they gave the assurances on| Cannot be trusted.
emigration, and he spun these{ ' Another is that he kept hop-
info an elaborate agreement ing that last-minute compro-
with Senator [Henry M.] Jack.. mises would resolve the Soviet
son, but ‘he just tuned out: objection and those of Senator
when the Soviets warned on Jackson (D., Wash.).
interference  — overtly and{. This apparently was still his
badly tying trade to emigra-; hope when Ambassador Dobry-
tion."” one prominent American! nin _informed him January 10
businessthan who was deeply| that Moscow would not ratify
iavolved in the. behind-the-| the lrade'agrteem;ent because
scenes negotiations said. é\Vashington had failed to fulfill

“Kissinger just dismissed it] the requirgment to lower tar-
as face-saving declarations for| iffs pn Soviet exports. i
internal consumption. It was a The secretary of state dsked
complete . “misintérpretation.| the Russians not to announce
and it makes yau wonder| their action until after Presi-
about the foundation of some; dent Ford's State of the Union

of the other agreements Kis

- lecan—or the average congress- I |
: | singer has negotiated, like the

man.

. “It was not until the first
week of December, or perhaps
even a little later, that people
here took as a serious possibil-|
ity the prospect that the Con- !
gress would pass such highty,
restrictive legislation,” a well- |
informed Soviet source said. |

[

strategic arms treaties.”
Because of Mr. Kissinger's
assertions “that a compromise
‘had been reached, American
'business Jeaders and -other
Ford administration offigials
did not take the Soviel protests’

seriously—even when delivered, ]

by Leonid I. Brezhnev, the

Apprbved For Release 2001/073%8 : CIA-RDP77-0043

address, Januvary 15—a delay
meant to reduce ‘the Presi-
dent’s embarrassment but also!

lo give Mr. Kissinger a little g

imore time. He approached the
Soviet Union, Senator Jackson:

and Jewish lobbyists through' ng lone

intermediaries- in futile search
of a compromise. -

One conclusion- that
lofficials have drawn i

|

2R0001

to Soviet goods imported into
the United States. )

Soviet sources here said
that repairing the damage will
be one of the key topics dis-
cussed by Mr. Kissinger ang
Andrei A. Gromyko, the Sovief
Foreign Minister, when they
meet next week in Geneva for
two days of talks. )

But, as one specialist on
Soviet-American relations here
noted, “The real problem, the
basic problem, is one of com-
munications. The damage done
to trade can be taken care of,
and it is not so important. The
‘lesson we have learned is that
!we have.to broaden and dee-
‘pen. our relations, something!
-that was hardly necessary dur-:
ing the cold war.” Lo

For example, he continued,
etente has improved Soviet-

American relations to the point

that “‘when’ we say .something
" pays much attention in
America because everyone as-:

sumes things are fine, getling

Soviet| better ‘and, anyway, dealt with
n_their| by Kissinger. At least in the:

00350001-8
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past ‘we got headlines in Afne‘r-ﬁ
;i’can papers that said, "ﬂI‘hel
remlin - Threatens Washing-:
ton,’ and people paid attention.
“It is ridiculous,” he added,

WASHINGTON POST
T February 1975

Stephen S. Rosenfeld
‘Checking
N uclear
Spread

Fred Ikle, director of the Arms Con-
trol and Disarmament Agency, is plug-
ging hard these days to get people in
and out of government to worry more
about the spread of nuclear bombs,
and every sane citizen among us ought,
to be urging him on.

It’s a tough topic—nuclear prolifera-
:- tion—to get hold of. It has a kind of
1960s ring: too many people think,
. wrongly, the matter was disposed of by

the nuclear non-proliferation treaty
" (NPT). It does not enjoy consistently

high political, bureaucratic or journal-
istic glamor ratings, as SALT does. Re-
quiring the cooperation of smaller
. countries which tend to ask if non-pro-
liferation is not a great-power plot to
keep them down, it is in a sense
harder than talking SALT with the

Russians. To cope with proliferation,

moreover, takes a certain imaginative

leap, since the countries or cabals
which might acquire bombs don’t have -
them yet. -

But it’s seary.

In his public statements, Ikle now
regularly points out that by its Atoms
for Peace program initiated in 1854,
the United States unwittingly but un-
wisely facilitated the prospect for nu-

. clear proliferation by spreading peace-
ful nuclear technology abroad:

“There is no question that nuclear

" technology would have spread in any
event—the question is how fast. In the

- WASHINGTON POST
6 February 1975

detente

to- get

Jack Anderson Column|
Is Found ‘Inaccurate’

‘;to'have to déclare an end to tente ‘can- survive this trade
Americans, agreement business. What we- i
above- all the secretary of all should _worry about is; cause all the hopes we have:
state, to take what we say as whether it can grow without! for a peaceful world depend on

1950s this rather practicél question -

was being confused with more philo-
sophic issues of science and secrecy:
whether scientifie discoveries could be
kept secret and, indeed, whether it was
morally right to keep them secret;
would that be possible. This was not
the policy question. Instead, we ought

" to have asked ourselves whether or not
- the need for nuclear power, then a dis-

tant prospect, justified the spread of

..-these building blocks for making nus
. elear bombs.” : e

Such is the pace of the nuclear
power industry in these energy-anx-
ious times, however, that Ikle figures
that in 20 years just the amount of fis-
sionable material in foreign transit
each year will be enough to make 20,
000 bombs. That is to say, the world’s
appetite for power in the next genera-

tion may compound the problem—the
" problem of all that nuclear stuff out

there vulnerable to military diversion
by governments and theft by fanatical
individuals—to which the . United
States inadvertently contributed by its
carelessness in the last generation.

In return for our Atoms for Peace
aid, we induced recipients to set up an

crganization (International Atomic En-’

ergy Agency) and establish certain
physical controls (“safeguards”) tv pre-

vent countries from building bombs.

But the IAEA is not only an interna..
tional agency, one in which American

influence is marginal, but a users’
agency, one largely run by countries
which want help but not intervention
from the nuclear powers,

So though the United States wants
the IAEA to tighten safeguards, in-
creasingly it seeks alternative ways—
especially agreements among the sup-
pliers of nuclear peaceful aid—to balk
military diversion. Since the suppliers
are also each other's commercial com-
petitors (a reactor can cost $500
million) and, one way or another, each
other’s political rivals, this is not so
simple. At Martinique last December,
however, the communique hopefully
recorded that'ﬂTe/presidents of France
(not an NPT signatory) and the United

I.

y Tl
and better communication- be-!

being serious.’ 1 am certain de- ‘better mutual understanding| these.” - .. . S

States “explored how, as exporters of '
nuclear materials and technology,
their two countries could coordinats
their efforts to assure improved safe-

" guards of nuclear materials.”

Meanwhile the United States acting
on its own, both in proposing new nu-.
clear power agreements as with Egypt
and Israel (these are now politically
stalled) and in renewing old ones, is
trying to tighten controls, to close per-
ceived loopholes and in general to set
new and higher ' safeguard standards
both for other suppliers and for the
IAEA. .

Washington will also be pressing
non-nuclear countries, at a conferenece
to be held in Geneva next May, to re-
view the non-proliferation treaty, to
sign up. India’s example, however, is
discouraging here. Its status as a “non-
aligned” and less-developed country
kept many Third World states from de-
ploring its “peaceful” explosion last
May. The desire not to chill politicat
relations muted both the Soviet and
American responses. E
- Closer to home, Ikle notes -that )
American strategic doetrine and weap-

- onry are designed to deter nuclear ai-

tacks from one or two known and ra

tional countries, But “in z world of .

widespread nuclear proliferation, cer- -

- tainly one and perhaps both of these

premises would be shattered.” We'd
know what hit us but perhaps not from
what country or from' what terrorist
band it came. '

“Ten years from now,” Ikle said in a
recent speech, “the Secretary of De
fense will have to cope with the dan-
ger that devastating destruction could
reach the United States from a great
many countries all over the world.”

Or, as Libya’s President Qaddafi put
it the other day: “Soon the atom will
have no secrets for anybody. Some
years ago we could hardly procure a2 i
fighter squadron. Tomorrow we will
be able to buy an atom bomb and all
its parts. The nuclear monopoly is
about to be broken.” :

Scared? J .

—

'The National News Counecil
said today a syndicated Jack
Anderson column
1“The Torture Graduates”
imade biased and inaccurate
use of quotations from source
letters. ~ - )
Accuracy in Media, a Wash-
ington-hased group, had filed
the complaint against the col-

umn with the National News-

Council, a private organizaton
that investigates allegations
against the national news me-
dia.

Approv

NEW YORK, Féb. 5 (AP) —

entitléd’

The column, which appeared |
|in The Washington Post Aug.
13, 1974, asserted that “students
iat the International Police
iAcademy, a school run by the
State Department to train for- l
eign policemen, have,d'evel-l
oped some chilling ,views’
.about torture tactics.” i
| Accuracy in Media charged.
that statements from papers
written by five siudents at the
academy were taken ., out of
||context to suppor{ the asser-
tion. :

For Reirase 2001403408

lof its staff examined -the five
papers and *found that the
fquotations by Anderson do in
ifact misrepresent the attitude
{of the students toward torture
as set forth in their paper;."
|The papers were written in
1865-67. a fact that was not
mentioned in the column, the
council findings said. )

Anderson - said in a letter
dated Dec. 30 that the state-
‘ments in the column were sujp-

PR S <GD Y180
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tity he could not reveal. The
council said that if support ex-
ists, it was Anderson’s respon-
isibility to develop and publish
'it. R
Anderson could not be
reached for comment on the
 council’s findings. However,|
reporter Joseph Spear, who re-
searched’ the story, said, “We
think they are absolutely
wrong. They have not yet
done a thorough job. We feel

wg&ﬁsﬂsvhat we wrote.”
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| Soviet J ews fear

By MICHAEL PARKS
Moscow Bureau of The Sun

Moscow—A deep despair now
grips most of Moscow’s Jewish
‘community in the wake of the;‘
Soviet rejection of American'

" congressional demands that it
relax restrictions on emigra-,
tion. - - ) ;
Many of those who have ap:
plied to .leave for Israel feel
that their-chances of emigrat-- |
ing have diminished considera-

- bly and that they will remain
sin their - jobless limbo much,.

-much longer now.

bein,
emg
be saying that -they are not
going to be affected, one way
or the other, by.the American
action.” - oL
Although this' attitude ' s
shared by- most other promi-
nent Jewish' -activists " here;;
many of the average Jews
seeking to eminrate feel that jt
is overoptimistic. i
: “Sure, they can say things
have not changed .much be-
cause they are sure of getting
out, sooner or later, because
they are known in the United

!

[

cast in sca

the less that many fellow citi.

pégoat rolei

" %“As. long as Jackson is in.!

zens' blame them for the col-
lapse ‘of the trade . agreement,
which many here saw as ush.
ering in a new economic era
with modernized' industry and
increased production of con-
sumer goods. .
*+1-do:fiot want:to emigrate,
never-have and probably never|
will, but yet people ask me
why We—meaning- Jews—op-
pose Soviet-American economic
¢o-operation - and “whether- we
are- salisfied. now, “a Jewish

Many -of those who had c‘on-v States and the West and for-

engineer said. " *

eign interest will get them
out,” said one would-be emi-
grant, ‘a Moscow cabinet-
maker, .
“But who knows or cares
about me and my family in
{America or England?' No one
is goingto write long articles
in the papers about me, and
why should they? I am just an
average guy who wants fo take
his family to Israel. But now I
cannot see how that is going to
happen. - ) T
*‘Oh, sure, I might be one of
{ the _fellows the visa office se..
ects to meet - jts monthly
:quota, but frankly-I think I am
-worse off now than before. I
am’ not alone: jn- feeling this
way’ly L. AR
~ A Leningrad
‘expressed similar- sentiments,
“There are many, many peo-

sidered applying have burned|!
their emigration - forms and
their jnvitations from the Is-
faeli government, according to
" Jewish sources. .

. ‘There' is "widespread fear
that Soviet Jews will become
Mnofficial scapegoats for the,
coliapse of the Soviet-Ameri-
can trade agreement in which
not only the Soviet leadership
but the average Russian had
placed so much hope.

There is also bitterness—an-
ger over the way the issue of
Jewish- emigration has been
handled . by American politi-|
cians and reproach for the way
they had believed the Kremlin
would capitulate. . .

- Rate has not declined
-A few activists try to lighten.

{:-There is: much eriticism of
Senator Henry M) Jackson (D]
Wash.);" the - chief sponsor OEf
the’ Amerjcan legislation tying |
trade ‘Concessions to increased|
emigration. .. .. - 6
“He is either a completely
inaive fool to’think that he
{could force suchinsults upon-a
{very ‘proud- country like  the
‘Soviet “Union, another. - super-
power,” . a; Jewish . politicali
| scientist . said, “or. he’ is a
, completely unseripulous, im-
!moral - politician_ who deliber-

i

tries.

volved, the emigration problem
will not be resolved,” a lead~
ing activist said last week,
“We think that after the fuss
dies -down the authorities will
let the flow rise again. But.
Jackson and all his trumpeting’
will Kill this hope, too.” | -}
-The activists also are push-.
ing -American, British and Ca-|
nadian Jewish groups to re-;
duce- considerably. their sup- |
port for -Soviet. Jews who do!
not go to Israel—a numberf
that is rising. .. SR
. Soviet authorities' have told:
Jews here that a principal rea-|
son that the number of emi-!
grants was cut from miore than :
35,000 ‘in -1973" to' about 21,000
last- year. was the increasing!
number. going to other coun-|

_ “Emigrationt to Israel canbei
justified - en  humanitarian’
grounds here,” a well-informed
Soviet source- said, “but emi-

IS,

gration to the United States or
Canada. or_ Britain -is . viewed
differently. Tt is . political.

mathematician|

ately used the issue of Jewish

‘emigration to further his own
ambitions,, Why American Jew-
ish leaders were so taken in by'
such a man'is hard to under--
stand. Perhaps ‘now’ that ‘Jack-
son: has moved on to other
issues the damage can be re-
paired.” .

0se” people are leaving not.
for religious- reasons but be-:
cause they oppose the Soviet
System.- That poses problems
here, considerable problems.”
| Soviet: - officials said 1last
!'week.in the authoritative jour-
nal NewTimes that emigra-|

the overall mood with expres--
sions of hope that the Kremli
will not restrict emigration
further, now at a rate of fewer
than 1,000 Jews'a monih.
* Professor Alexander Lerner, |
- @ cyberneticist’ and a leading]
Jewish activist, said the rate
of emigration has not declined
since the announcement that
Moscow would not ratify the
‘1972 Soviet-American trade
agreement because of the con-
‘ditions imposed by the U.S.
Congress. ‘ :
“We feel that the level will
jremain about the same as it

ple -who have. applied, myself
and’ my family among them,
because our hopes were raised
and ‘there were serious expec-
tations we would.be ‘permitted
to leave,” he said, :

people. who ‘ha
-Jobs.- They have the choice of:
withdrawing their appiications
and begging for their jobs, any
jobs, or ré
hoping
eventually: be able.to leave.™
Soviet - propaganda "on the
matter’ has been focused care-
has been recently,” he said."ml,y 'S0 as not-t6 encourage
“The general handling of the anti-Semitism, according  to
visa applications does not both. Jewish ‘and semi-official
seem {0 have changed for the | Sources 'here, but Moscow
worse. The authorities seem toj JeWs have. said ‘the feel none

‘
i
i
i
;
1
]
!
i
|
!
|
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r remaining non-persons!
against hope . they will'

A:-Moscow fashion *designer

_ ton: was : likely to decrease
' waiting for permission to emi-

:further because, they said, the
grate commented, “We never ;number ‘of applications from
|believed the Soviet press when 'Jews was declining. - . .
'they described this Jackson as - The New Times article said
such a monster. We thought it| that the currrent backlog was
j only 1,420 applications, each
apparently representing a fam-
ily of four to six persons, “The
number of such requests [to,
emigrate to Israel] is contin-
ually decreasing,” the article
said, - .. -0 &
The . Jewish lobby in the
.United States during the de-
lbate‘ over the Jackson amend-| -
iment had said there was a
‘backlog of 100,600 to 130,000, a
'figure based on_the number of
"Soviet Jews who had written
for Israeli government ‘invita-
tions, . - C e

i
i

But, my Ged, he has managed
to deceive thewhole American
Congress and- to -undo every-
thing - that had-'been accom-
plished over four years.” - -

i Senator ~Jackson and the
:Jackson.: amendment -to  the
{11974 Trade..Reform Act. have
i their:defenders among Jewish
activists here,-but a number of
these have “written American
Jewish leaders privately urg-
_ing that they dissociate thermn.
{selves “from ; the Washington

!
:Democrat.. .

(2N L
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f‘ halt arms deliveries to Turkey, a new.debate is

arxsmg over the effects of what Congress did. Mr. Ford at -

“once charged publicly that the suspension would impede
'”C) prus negotiations, jeopardize the American position
m Europe, the Mideast and the Mediterranean, and
-draise grave doubts about the conduct of Amerlcan for-
-exgn relations even among countries that are not directly
)nvolved in that area.” These are not unthinkable results,
for all that the President may exaggerate them and the
Congress may minimize them as the debate goes on. It
is only natural at this moment of great global uncertain-

ty that the prospect of continued executive-congressional v

colhswn over foreign policy will raise serious alarms.
¢ These alarms, however, do not emanate. exclusively
’from the executive branch. They are shared by many

Jegislators, including those who led the successful effort -

to force the administration to honor the law requiring
‘arms recipients to use the arms -only for Alliance and
‘Self-defense purposes. These men are neither know-
Jothings nor puppets of domestic voting blocs. They are
0 more narr owly devoted to institutional prerogative in
. forexgn-pohcvmakmg than the administratior By no less
i -than cight votes in the House and nine in the Senate over
half a yeai's tiine, the bongxess patientiy warned the
administration that Turkey must return to the frame-
work of arms legislation. Aware of the stakes, the Con-
. gress was almost desperately eager to find enough trace
.of Turkish compliance to justify further deferral of the
=arms cutoff. But the administration could not deliver. In

the end, we think, no self- respectmg Congress could -

“have acted differently.

’““I‘he important thing now, responsible people at both‘

WASHINGTON STAR
5 February 1975

Communists Discover
Bug in London Office

The Turﬁzsh Aims Cutoff

OW THAT CONGRESS has forced the President to

ends of Pennsylvania Avenue agree, is to see enough:

- Turkish movement to give Congress grounds to lift the -
‘cutoff. The Turks’ reaction will, of course, be crucial."

Their chief of staff frankly concedes that it is out of the
question for an army so utterly dependent on American
supplies to turn, say, to France. This kind of realism
may sober the Turks, after they have satisfied the initial
demands of nationalistic outrage. Concessions on Cyprus
may conceivably come more easily to the military men
who are moving to the political foreground in Ankara,
than to the civilian politicians who are fading back. Then,
to Washington, Archbishop Makarios may be a slippery
character, but he is his country’s elected president and
the only man who can possibly induce ‘hls fellow Greek
Cypriots to accept the bitter compromises that a settle- -

. ment will require. The Karamanlis government in Athens
has its own powerful reasons to facilitate compromise.
" We are not sanguine. But we think it premature to con-

clude that the parties, especially the Turks, cannot recog-
nize where their own best interests lie. °

As for the administration, it must swallow its anger
and apprehension and treat Congress with reasonable
respect. It must aveid impugning the motives and politi- .
cal intelligence of legislators with whom it disagrees, and*

it must try to understand better the Congress’ unwilling-~

ness to.accept the old executive contention that consid-
erations of legality and constitutional privilege must
invariably yield to a presidential concept of “national
interest.” Otherwise the administration risks shredding'
its basis for expecting responsible congressional partici-
pation in making foreign policy, and exacerbating the
very ‘political tensions that it IS in the natlons real m-
terest to ease. .

. WASHINGTON POST
8 February 1975

‘Swede Confronts
“Hamburger Culture’

LONDON’ (AP)—British - known whether the bug was

Communist party officials
have found a listening de-
vice at their headquarters
in London and one official
said it could have been
eavesdropping on them for
almost 30 years. )

The bug was discovered
when decorators stripped
away office woodwork. It
consisted of & small
battery-operated transmit-
ter with a metal case actmg
as aerial.

The battery was still

working, but it was not]

transmitting.

““The device is of obsolete
manufacture and it would
have been difficult to place
behind the woodwork after
the room was Iast decorated
in 1948,' said the party’s

press chief, George Mat--

thews. He said he suspected
British intelligence services
or possibliy the U.S. Central
Inteiligence Agency.

l

'

STOCKHOLM,. Feb. 7
(UP1)-—-Swedish Commu-

-nists are trying to bring

down McDonald's “Golden
Arches.”

Arne Soederkvist, chair-
man of the Communist
representatives on the
Stockholm city council,
said yesterday that “The
hamburger culture is a
danger to the working
people.”

He accused “the Amcm
can cultural imperialism
of spreading food not na-
tive to Sweden,” and he
said  the hamburgers
didn’t have essential vita-
mins and minerals,
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~ Open
Diplomacy,
Dry Water

-+ FOREIGN AFFAIRS
" By C. L. Sulzberger

PARIS—Secretary Kissinger’s forth- .

- coming Middle East shuttle in search
of a glimmer of Arab-Israeli peace is

. the most urgent and most difficult of
his negotiating career. Threats of war
resounding through.the Palestine area:
are, despite diplomatic tranquilizers,
fundamentally more ominous and more
heavily supported by masses of mod-

" ern armament than ever before.

Mr. Kissinger’s remarkable pacifying
“success to date can, in a sense, be
“measured by standards long defined
. by experts. For example, in the sev-
_enteenth century Frangois de Callieres,
. chief diplomat for French King Louis
- XIV, recommended: v

“The negotiator must possess the
- patience of a watchmaker and be de-

void of personal prejudices.” Mr. Kis- -

singer maintains an air of patient
- optimism and he doesn’t often permit
" his prejudices to slip into public. More-

over, he is by training a professor,
" not a lawyer (like many of his prede-

cessors). Calligres believed: “In gen-
. eral, the training of a lawyer breeds
" habits and dispositions of mind which

are not favorable to the practice of
. diplomacy.”

Nevertheless, despite his skill, Mf.
. Kissinger is at a disadvantage in
approaching the new round of negotia-
WASHINGTON STAR
10 February 1975

_policy; not just its financing or its .

i

tions. To begin with, Sir Harold Nicol<’

" son wrote: “A democracy, when deal-
. ing with a despotic system, is always at -

a disadvantage, since its decisions can
never be either so secret or so quick.” .
The real “other side” in-present Middle

(East talks is the Soviet Union, which .

we regard as “a despotic system.”

" Finally the new-era of “open diplo- -

macy,” so strongly emphasized by
President Wilson. after World War I,
has now become an embarrassment to
Washington, its sponsor, Congress is
trying to get its oar into U.S. foreign

goals, but its operations. Nicolson
warned more than twenty years ago:

“The theory that diplomacy should

_Proceed always frankly and in the pub-

lic view has led to negotiation being

" broadcast and televised, and to all

rational discussion being abandoned
in favor of interminable propaganda’
speeches.” :

More important is publicizing of™

secret exchanges. Secretary Kissinger
has already suffered.damage both to;
his cduse and to his prestige by
disclosure—either through political in-.

_quisitiveness or press leakage—of™

highly confidential aspects of negotia-
tions in midstream. This has been true-

- of talks on a Vietnam settlement, on':

the Middle East, and on trade and:
détente with Russia.” - .

- I certainly cannot agree with that.:l

‘Btutal cynic, Stalin, who-_claimed:.,

“Sincere diplomacy is no more possible
than dry water, or wooden air.” And
I do agree with those who want the

- public of a democracy to know what

foreign policy.is being blueprinted for

their national. and collective fate, - -

"Yet I do not believe such things can’
or. should be revealed prematurely for.

. reasons of internal politics or individ-«

ual argumentation. That only serves,
to make “sincere diplomacy” im-
possible and produces stalemate, if

not worse. .o

“The day secrecy is abolished, nego-
tiation of any kind becomes impossi- ¢
ble,” Jules Cambon, a great French:
envoy (including to the United States),~
‘wrote earlier this century. And a re--

tired American career. diplomat, John:
Alden Bovey Jr., later remarked: i

“Civil servants stumble from one.:
Mideast capital to another, engaging
in ‘frank consultations,’ while peace’
plans appear in the newspapers before-
‘their beneficiaries have had time to-
look at them.” He ironically observed”
that often both parties in a negotia-

. tion go to extraordinary lengths  tod

" reassure the public that they are do--
ing nothing in private to avoid a:
looming crisis. ‘ )

According to Mr. Bovey: “It was &

- @ black day for diplomacy when Presis.
dent Wilson was persuaded .to mount;,
the gangplank of the George Wash-,
ington” en route to the Versailles peace’

conference. One consequence of that” .

counterproductive voyage ‘was the'
modern age of summitry, . o
Louis XI's great negotiator, Philippe

~ de Commynes, thought, however: “Twox.
great princes who wish to- establish:

. good personal relations should never.
- meet face to-face.” Nixon and Mao?

Ford and Brezhnev? .

. £ ~
* - That long-enduring, medieval coms,
* plex has, in any case, been overcome,,
“Princes” now meet so often that such
‘an event is no longer generally even:
"notable, But when one “prince” is the
head of a democracy or-its foreign’
minister—he should at least have his,
-‘own rear protected. . S

He must be shielded from legislative:
usurpation of his executive functions -
on behalf of the President.-He must,
also, be protected from the great and
excessive American tendency to kibitz’
at diplomatic games—and then tell
the opponents what cards our nego-
tiator is clutching to his chest.

i

.

 Saudi Troop Training

. ;‘~;- Call or Pro

some reason Stennis cannot, Jackson -

: By Peter Arnett

Associated Press
Two senators have called for con-

gressional investigation of a Defense .

-Department contract with a private
firm to train Saudi Arabian troops to
guard oil wells in the Persian Gulf.

“You can be sure there will be an

_ investigation,” Sen. Henry Jackson, ..

D-Wash., said yesterday. “I'm going
to move right away on it tomorrow."”

He said he would ask Sen. John
Stennis, D-Miss., chairman of the
Senate Armed Services Committee,

to hold hearings on the matter. If for.

said, his- own permanent investiga-
tions subcommiitee would convene
hearings.-

Jackson said he was “completely
baffled” by the matter.

“ONLY: A SHORT time ago the
President and secretary of state indi-
cated the option of U.S. military ac-
tion might be considered under cer-
tain circumstances in the Middle

. East,” Jackson said in a telephone

interview,
“It's a bit confusing to me and to

the American people — this private .
Approved For Release 2001/08/08 : CIA-RDP7.7-004§§R,00010035Q(101-8

contract appears fo be a program to

provide a local defense force,” he.

said. “We're the only ones who've
raised an inference of a threat.”
Sen. Hubert H. Humphrey, D-

congressional investigation.

“What is needed is for the Defense
Department to reveal details of the
contract to Congress,” Humphrey
said in a telephone interview from his
home in Waverly, Minn. *I think the
armed services committees of the-
House and Senate should premptly

HUMPHREY added: “The possi-
bility of hiving American forces

- Minn,, also called yesterday for a

-look into it and see what it involves.” .

training arother country’s troops in -

the Mideast Is fraught with danger, 1

really don't think we should engage in -
it.” iy

,.Meanwhil;él;.,,the former American

-

-
L
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Vgoldiers hired to train Saudi Afabian
forces said they believe they cando a
better job in the Persian Gulf than the
U.S. military did in Southeast Asia.

‘‘From a professional point of view

" we have a lot more going for us this -

time around,” said retired Army Col.
William G. Walby, 49, of Pebble
Bedch, Calif. He is training director
for the Los Angeles-based Vinnell
Corp., the f{irst private contractor
ever asked by the Defense Depart-
ment to irain a foreign army. .

LIKE MOST of the several hundred
former military men being recruited,
Walby is & veteran of military service
in-Vietnam. He believes the $335 mil-
lion contract batween the Saudi Ara-
bian government and the Pentagon to
train King Faisal's 26,000-man inter-

nal security force will have a greater |

chance of success than in Southeast
Asia for these reasons:

¢ The Americans have a three-year
contract to %rain the Saudis to fire
their weapons and fight wars, and it is

“Congress-proof”” because the Saudis |
" are paying the bills. Normally, U.S.

_ military training programs abroad-
are scheduled for only a year at a
time and are subject to scrutiny and
frequent monetary change by Con-

* gress, as in Southeast Asia.

© The former U.S. soldiers.

going to the Persian Gulf"

‘will have operational con-
_trol of the -training pro-

‘grams, 'whereas in South-

€ast Asia ihey were oniy
_ 8dvisers with no contro}
:over local troops. “Over

there we will be in com- '
- mand,” Walby said.

- @ The Bedouin - tribesmen-
who make up the internal
' security forces are believed
. to be intensely loyal to Fais-
al, *‘so we won't have to try
and teach loyalty to the
- local leadprs, as we {ried
and failed to do.in the coun-
- tries of Southeast Asia,”
Walby said. :

© Tactically, the high desert
of Saudi Arabia will be ideal
to implement conventional
American military tactics.
“‘All those wide open spaces
and no rivers — what a
change {rom the jungles of

Vietnam, Cambodia and .

Laos,” Walby said. The
-.Americans will also teach
street fighting, .

The Vinnell contract to
train three newly
mechanized infantry battai-
ions and a 105mm howitzer

" artillery battalion of similar
size is the latest example of
a rapidly increasing U.S. .
stake in the Persian Gulf .

.region.

- The Saudi Arabians are
already using oil profits to
buy American Northrop FSE
jet fighers, Bell helicopters,
and Cadillac Gage armored

ccars: :

AROUND 3,000 Americén
civilians are already in

- to Iran,

Saudi. Arabia to maintain; WASHINGTON STAR
2 Feszu?,ryal975“ L

this equipment, and the Vin-
nell Corp. will swell civilian
ranks with 1,000 more.

American corporations

-are also heavily committed
where another
small army of civilian
advisers is in place to teachk
the shah of Iran’s forces to
use. the billions of dollars
worth of sophisticated mili-
tary equipment he is

buying. s
Neighboring Oman has
"also received a shipment of
U.S. antitank missiles, the
first known direct arms sale
from Washington to. the.
smali, conservative. oil-
producing nation. Two U.8.’
military men went along to
provide instruction,

Of all tha American
eeravanies in the Persian
Culf region, only the Vinnell
Corn. will actually train sol-
diers to pull triggers and
fight wars, .

THE PROGRAM beging
in July at a camp near the
Saudi capital of Riad, and
Vinnell executives are
hurriedly puiting together-
teams of specialists. .

Training director Walby”
joined “he corporation just-
three days after.he retired !
as commander of the 4th’
Advanced Individual Train- .
ing Brigade an¢ Training
Command at Ford Ord.,
Calif. He was 30 years in the -
U.S. military, and has a
chestful of ribbons.

Typical of the military.
men Vinnell is looking for is
former U.S. Army Li. Col.

corge Gaspard, who as a
17-year-0l¢ Marine scouted
the Japanese-occupied is-
land of Okinawa before the’
U.S. invasion in 1944. He
‘hasn't missed ‘2 major
American military venture
since. :

As one of the first U.S.
Army Special Forces 'sol-
diers sent abroad, Gaspard
regularly crossed enemy
lines in the Korean War.
Later, in Vietniam, he serv-
ed with a top-secret U.S.-
Army unit that dispatched -
and recovered South Viet-
namese agenis operating in .
North Vietnam.

YT GUESS I've trained
palace guard units over the
years in Korea, Vietnam,
Cambodia and Laos,” said -
the 47-year-old Gaspard, .
who retired from the mili-
tary 18 months ago and has
been working unhappily as
a real estate agent until his
new assignment. :

The Saudi Arabian royal '
family security guards will
be drawn from the units the
Americans will be training,

istan

By Alvin J. Cottrell

.Dr. Alvin J. Cottrell is director of
research at Georgetown University’s
Center for Strategic and Internation-
al Studies. He recently returned from

_a visit to Pakistan which included a .

private interview with Prime Minis-
ter Bhutto. - :

The visit here this week of ’Pakis- '
,tan's Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali -

Bhutto should remind us of the tenu-
ous situation in South Asia. And it
should bring to mind that instability

there also threatens the adjacent re- °

gion — now more fashionably among

our concerns — of the Persian Gulf
- and the Gulf of Oman. _
. This growing linkage is largely due °
. to Iran’s concern over the future of -

Pakistan which, in addition to being

i

I |

a Moslem brother, is vital to Iran as

- a buffer on its eastern border.

Many of the potential dangers in
the subcontinent have their roots in
the internal weaknesses of both
Pakistan and India.

- The problems that face Pakistan
most acutely are those .of military

- weakness compared with India, and

internal unrest; the latter is being

.exacerbated by the former. The two

problems are related, for protest

~movements within Pakistan — both

in Baluchistan and in the North West

Frontier Province — have been en-

couraged by the feeling that since -

her defeat in the war of December
1971, the regime in Islamabad is in-

capable of exercising efficient con- .

trol.

The dangers are compounded by
"the combination of India’s greater

military strength and her abiding
internal troubles, particularly eco-
nomic ones. History abounds with

examples of rulers and governments
opting for external adventurism in"
order to deflect the attention of their

citizens from internal woes.

" The great ocutburst of domestic :

adulation for Indira Gandhi following
India’s victory over Pakistan in 1971
has been dissipated by the rapid
deterioration of the economy. Thus it
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: which India might intervene in
Pakistani problems. e
For example, new troubles might -
“flare between Afghanistan and .
Pakistan over their remote border -
regions. In the event of a large-scale
uprising in Pakistan’s North West
Frontier Province, near Afghanistan,

- mobilization of Indian forces might
take place on the Pakistani border
near Lahore. Such a mobilization .
would force Pakistan to mass its
forces against this threat, thus ena--

- bling the uprising in the North West
Frontier Province to proceed more
strongly against the weakened Pakis-
tani national garrisons in that area. -
Should India then choose to follow up -

- its threat with a thrust into the Pun-

" jab through Lahore (Pakistan’s sec-
ond largest city), Pakistan could be

3

" virtually wiped out as a national enti- .

ty. - .
yUnder those circumstances, the
shah could not be expected to sit idly
by: Iran almost certainly would
move to confront India on the ground.
* Action in the Indian Ocean by Iran’s
new navy might also occur. Thus, an’
" escalating and spreading conflict
would be set in motion — one that-
i "easily could lead to superpower in-
volvement. .
°  Prime Minister Bhutto has invoked
- precisely this danger in his’ warnings
“ against India’s ambitions and in b{s
+ pleadings for a redressing of the mili-

awr halansa .
" tary balance,

“‘Pakistan will never accept the

+ ‘concept of Indian hegemony on the
Subcontinent, but it is-also’ against
.- India’s own real interests. Since her
" economy cannot sustain the role of
. dominant power, she would have. to
depend to a large extent on outside !
assistance, and her preeminence:
would be virtually that of whatever.

- superpower she chose to ally herself

' with at a given time. It is therefore in
"-the interest of the global powers, as
. much as of the neighboring countries,
to see that a just balance is establish-

.ed in the Subcontinent.” .
. The omens already are there to be_

- seen. Pakistan does not fear an
unaided Afghanistan but Bhutto has -
admitted that Pakistan would face a_
serious problem if Afghanistan were
to receive significant amounts of In-

" dian or Soviet assistance and sup-
port, or a combination of both. In
May 1974 he voiced the fear that such
external aid was already the subject
of a variety of clandestine dealings.
Although Pakistan recognizes that

. the support which she is receiving
from Tehran is important to her,
many Pakistanis are understandably

- concerned about placing the defense
of their state’s territorial integrity in

the hands of another state — no mat-

: ter how closely the interests of that .

&

i
'
!
i
!
t
|
i

- measurably heightened.

. Their interests are not in democracy

- country'thay currently correlate with"
* their own. But such dependence may
be necessary given the current-
imbalance of military force between !
;Pakistan and India. - . o
Of course, if India now goes on to -
deploy a nuclear weapons capability;
Pakistan’s apprehensions about In-
dian military pressures and tempta-
. tions’ to intervere would be im-

~and ‘representative assemblies as’
..such but in preserving the tribal
basis of their influence. Some of the
. dissident Baluchi students are indeed -
_ striving for greater democracy, but -
the identity of interests. between
" them’ and the tribal leadership is-
very small. e T
- This division in the Baluchi autono-
. my movement is meaningful, but it is
_of little help to the central author-.
" ities. The tribal leaders cannot envis-
age any reduction in their influence
and so oppose all attempts by Islama-
"bad to diminish their power. The
students who wish to see an end to-
" the .dominance of the tribal leaders
- and who, in this respect, share many
of Bhutto’s aims, have no power base
from which they can work.  Under
these circumstances — and taking
into account the intensity of. intertri-
bal rivalries — there can be littie .
defeat of West Pakistan, and might hope of spectacular political progress
at least stage diversionary attacks. - in the immediate future. :
against India in the east. These' .- . LA SR
issues reportedly were discussed dur- The Pakistani government will.
ing Prime Minister Bhutto's May - ceep closer ties with the Arab world

1974 visit to China. ’ ; : b rogri
Moscow, for her part, might well gvt}:tlgsit&gp};?}ng for greaier United

feel inclined to get involved in a : o g Tend :

major conflict in South Asia, particu- mEII-quw‘ Of_ t.h ct:llnam‘re ? f.,-‘U“-l«ted )

larly it Washington chose to commit ~ S\3€3 interesi throughout the Per-
sian Gulf and Indian Ocean region,

itselt in some form, e.g., by sending a Washington might be well advised to -

naval task force, as was the case in 1 . A !
Fahadd - end a sympathetic ear to Pakistani.
1971. Peking is in any event Very con requests, for our helping in strength-

cerned about the developing close 1 X R,
relationship between India and Rus- ening and equipping her armed
sia, and especially about the 20-year ~ {OFCES- Utx;xle§s the sc:icurlty of Pakis-
treaty for defense and cooperation . !an can be improved, democracy in
. g that state will come under increasing
signed by the two countries in 1971. f
This treaty also causes some alarm pressure, and this development could
in Tehran, N T  lead to some alarming consequences.
: . In Pakistan the problems are- great
" and time is pressing. Prime Minister
Bhutto does not demand that Pakis-.
.tan be made the military equal of
“India, a country with nearly ten
- timés Pakistan’s population, but he
does wish that Pakistan’s armed
forces should receive modern con-
ventional equipment so that Pakis-
.tan’s sense of security and her ability
to deter a surprise attack would be
restored. o .
. The great danger is that the fajlure
" by the United States to assist Bhutto
in his legitimate desire to strengthen
his'armed forces may result in his re-
gime being subject to greater and"
greater pressure by the military in
Pakistan. The possibility of a new
. military regime coming to power in
Islamabad cannot be discounted if
Bhutto is unable to restore the loyal-
ty and sclf-esteem . of his officer-
corps. - L Caen

If major trouble should break out -
. in the region, perhaps along the lines -
-described here, it remains to be seen
how the Soviet Union and China -
.. would react. Pakistan, for one, is un-
- sure how China would react. Some
" point to China’s failure to aid Islama-
bad in the case of the breakaway of
Bangladesh, but they acknowledge
that this was a different and some-
what awkward scenario for Peking
because the Bangladesh rebellion
had at least the trappings of the kind
of “national liberation war” that Chi-«
nese policy and ideology are pledged ;
to support. There are some indica-
tions that the Chinese would not sit
quietly by in the case of an imminent

N ® * = % -

Despite the threats and uncertain-
ties on the international plane,
Bhutto's administration is succeed-
ing in halting a deteriorating internal
situation in Baluchistan. The task
has been a difficult one too, in the
North West Frontier Province. Local *
‘government needs to be strength-
ened, corruption removed and eco-
nomic development requires greater
government encouragement. :

Centralizing policies adopted by
Bhutto can be justified in terms of
-their greater efficiency, their lower
administrative costs, and their great-
er emphasis on democratic rule. -

The latter point deserves examina-
tion. One misunderstood element in
the Baluchistan situation is that the
rebellious tribal leaders are basically
fighting to retain their particular and
traditional base of political power.

o L. o
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‘Thieu’s sabotage Qf"Saigdahv' aid

. President Thieu sabotages his
request for more American mili-
tary aid \\'vhen he squelches the
fledgling trend toward freedom of
the press in South Vietnam. By
shutting down five opposition
newspapers and arresting a num-
ber of journalists, he flagrantly
reminds the United States that
such self-serving violations of the
Paris peace agreement may put
U.S. aidin the position of violating
this specific provision:

‘‘Foreign countries shall not im-
pose any political tendency or
personality on the South Vietnam-

WASHINGTON POST
31 J anuary.l975

LT TrematT ot oy

" Philip-A. McCombs

o

‘SAIGON — Foreign correspondents
dream of getting exclusive interviews
with powerful heads of state who will
reveal for their publications alone the
great secrets of the day.

During the 'past week, President

Nguyen Van Thieu has ably played ,

upon the egos of the members of Sai-
gon’s small press corps and a number
of outside correspondents to wage a
stunning publicity campaign in the

ese people.’’

Certainly aid to a government
that suppresses the opposition can

~ be said to be helping to impose

that government on the people.
For Thieu's repressive measures
to make U.S. aid serve this pur-
pose is to defy the principle of self-

determination that has justified
American aid. . .

- If a growingly resistant Con-
gress is to approve President
Ford's request for more aid to
Saigon, it will want at least some
show of concern by him for the

‘freédoms that were to be ensured

‘“‘immediately after the cease-

fire,” according to the now two-

year-old Vietnam agreement. And
President Thieu would be well

advised to reverse course if he
hopes to get increased aid.

There had been some prospect -
that he was moving in the direc-
tion of a free press. A world -
survey of freedom found South
Vietnam and South Korea the two

" . places where freedom had made.

greatest progress in Asia.
Now, by setting back freedom

_again, the Thieu government vir-
~ tually challenges America to sup-

portit no matter what it does.

United States as the Congress consid- .

ers the crucial issue of further mili-

tary aid for Saigon. }

Thieu was reportedly advised in
planning his campaign by U. S. Ambas-
sador Graham -Martin, who summoned
at lecast two correspondents fo his of-
fice and suggested to them that he had
been instrumental in getting exclusive
interviews for them.

“I was told [by the Vietnamese] that
I was exclusive and first,” exploded
Frank Mariano of ABC News who flew
in {from Hong Kong to film Thicu for
more than an hour Wednesday morn-

ing. Mariano said he was “disgusted”

to learn a day later that Time maga-
zine and The. Washington Post had
each had exclusive interviews with
Thieu on Monday.

N
_ The point about exclusivity is that a
publication or a network is likely to

give better dispiay to an interview if
its owh correspondent is alone and
first with it. -

By yesterday, when Thieu scemed
to wind up his campaign by breakfast-
ing with nine correspondents, it be-
came clear that at least half a dozen
had been led to believe that .they
would be alone and first in “scooping”
the world. L ’

The possible scoop seemed all the

N

better because Thieu had apparently .
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free speech, free press, and other

- v

My "Exclusive’ Interview

not granted an interview to a foreign
correspondent since -two years' ago
when Italian journalist Oriana Fallaci
conducted her famous lively exchange

Mr. McCombs is The Post’s .,

- Saigon correspondent.

with him.

I thought my own interview with
Thieu was the first in two years, so it
was a slight comedown to learn last
night from Peter Ross Range of Time

magazine that he was being ushered -

out one door of the President’s office
only minutes before I was ushered in.
Range’s material, of course, will have
to wait until next week’s issue of Time.

Said Range: “I was given to believe I
was the first in two years, and I had

- no idea my exclusivity would last only
* 10 minutes.” .
*_We also learned that French televi- .

sion had interviewed Thieu last week.

The News Business

The new Chicago Daily News corre-
spondent in town, Robert Tamarkin,
also thought he was going to be first
and alone with Thieu. Tamarkin said
he thought he had had “beginner's
luck” during his first week in town
when - Information Minister Ho Van
Cham assured him at a cocktail pary,
“No problem, 1 can get you an exclu-
sive interview.” .

The Wall Street Journal’'s Peter .
Kanh received an urgent cable in
Hong Kong from the Vietnamese gov-
ernment advising him to come to Sai-
gon quickly. R .

Both Tamarkin and Kann were in- .

i s S et

cluded in the large breakfast group.

“l didn‘t think I'd have a worldwide
exclusive,” said Kann, “but I thought

it would be a small group.” Had he

known the situation, Kann said he

wouldn’t have comeé to Saigon.

James Markham of The New York
Times said, “As a consolation prize I-
was allowed to sit at the President’s
right hand” at the breakfast. Ce

Despite the.bashing of journalistic-
egos, most of the correspondents
seemed glad that Thieu had finally

. emerged from his seclusion. :

Kann found him “charming,” even if
the subject matter was a bit “dreary.”
Over Vietnamese noodle soup and om-
clettes Thieu exchanged jokes with the
correspondents and revealed some de:
tails of his personal life. -

Despite his disappointment at not.
scooping the world, ABC’s Mariano said
he had “a very, very warm interview,

~'very nice” in which there were poig-

nant moments.

For example, said Mariano, Thieu
said that if he doesn’t get $300 million
in emergency U.S. military aid, “it
would psychologically break fhe backs.
of the Vietnamese people.”

Mariano asked Thieu about Cambo-
dia, and the President reportedly re-
plied, “How can I help Cambodia when
I can barely help myself?” o

While Thieu spoke’ competently .in.
English, most of the correspondents
found that, as one put it, “His English .

- has gotten worse since the Americans

l.eft." It he keeps-on giving “exclusive”
interviews, it could Improve with
practice. -
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For those few of us who are

- still a bit squeamish about the
.spectacle of the United States
deliberately and coldly aban-
doning an ally, this is a painful
period. Because if all of the
readings of the mood in Con-

gress are correct, this is pre- .
cisely what we are preparing -

to do in South Vietnam and

- Cambaodia. :
There is not even much of an
attempt to disguise the betray-
) sé.bLeave aside the fruitless

ate over the origins of the -

war or the wisdom of our part
in it. Surely, at this point there
- can be no question that as a
nation and as a government
“we did everything that we

-.could—and possibly much .

more than we should have

done—to encourage the South .

. Vietnamese to resist the effort

of North Vietnam to establish
- its control in the South."

SURELY, there can be no

question either that under the

Paris agreements of 1973, we
-assumed an obligation to aid
South Vietnam to resist contin-

uing Communist military pres- -

. sure. The government in Sai-.
‘gon signed the agreement,
_permitting the withdrawal of
-American forces from their
.country and the continued
.presence of at least 100,000

request willbe refused. .

enemy troops within their bor- -

ders, on the firmest assurance
‘that they would be supplied
with the means of defending-

- ‘themselves.

The obligation, furthermore,
has been formally ratified by
the American Congress. Last
year, the'administration asked
for $1.4 billion in military and
economic aid for Indochina.

" The Congress, in its wisdom,

took the affirmative action of
authorizing $1 billion. And
then, with an even more daz-
zling display of sagacity, it de-
cided that $700 million—one-
half the original request—
would be.enough to fulfill what
was a recognized obligation.

It wasn’t. Today, with a
buildup of enemy forces
now exceeding 170,000 in

South Vietnam, backed by

large stockpiles of Chinese
and Russian equipment, the
government in Saigon is in
desperate military straits, The
administration, which has not
come close to resupplying
South Vietnam on a one-to-one’
basis over the last year, has
returned to Congress with a
request for the additional $300
million which Congress origi-
nally authorized. The almost
universal prediction is that the

that
ideas” and the political spread

andoning an Ally

- has tomeéto the simple cohclii— -

‘TWO SCHOOLS of thought,
in the country and
Congress, have combined to
produce this
neither of which reflects much
credit—or even much human-
ity—on its adherents.

The first consists of those
who have long believed that
there was something morally
wrong about this resistance of
South Vietnam to conquest-by
the North. These people go a
very long way toward embrac-
ing the classic Communist
theory about *‘wars-of national
liberation’ which says, in ef-
fect, that any military action
promotes ‘‘socialist

of the Communist -system is
automatically a just war, de-
serving the support of all pro-
gressive peoples. And con-
versely, as the Soviet ‘‘Red
Star” put it recently:

‘A war is unjust and reac-
tionary if it is a continuation of
a policy aimed at suppressing-
the revolutionary struggle,
freedom and independence of
any particular peoples and
working peoples’ sociaiist
achievements . ..”

The other school, which nor-

mally does not greatly favor_
- promoting the

‘‘cause ' of

the -

likely’ result, -

sion that any further support
of South Vietnam is useless
and that the cause to which so -
much American effort hag
been devoted is lost. This
possibly tenable conclusion
however,is bolstered by a
number of utterly specious
arguments. c .
IT IS SAID, for instance,
that the United States, having

" expended 50,000 men and some

$150 billion defending the
South Vietnamese, can now
demand that they survive en-
tirely on their own, without
further outside help. It is
implied that the South Viet-
namese are no longer worthy
of our support (in contrast,
say, to the Israelis who make.
more efficient use of the arms
and money they receive). It is
suggested that help from us at
this point is simply prolonging

the agony and that all would

be well if the Vietnamese were
left alone to “settle their dif-
ferences between them-
selves.” ) :
Yet there are still some
Americans around who car
recognize double-talk when
they hear it and who are not.
much impressed by -
rationalizations for the most

" disgraceful sell-out in Ameri-

can history. One suspects that

WASHINGTON STAR .
4 February 1975

mer genn oy L TPRY Sl hp ewTwat ey we cae

Eéymaa&ﬁ Price: . -

| Equity

e
- Vietnam amne
' Pat Moynihan, whose return to Har-
vard cost the government one of its.
most perceptive and original minds,
used to lecture his fellow officials about
what he called the ‘‘counter-intuitive
principle” — the rule that in complex
matters of public policy, the natural
intuitive judgment was usually the
wrong judgment. By the same token,
- connoisseurs of political babble should”
tack up on their walls what might be
called the Counter-Rhetorical Rule: The
more appealing the rhétoric of a politi-
‘cal proposal, the less likely its wisdom.
The reason, of course, is simple. Poli-,
ticians are drawn toward schemés that !
sound attractive in the short term the~
way honey draws flies, and the most
pervasive conflict of interest of all in
Washington is the perennial conflict be-
tweern what the national interest re-

quires and what political interests dic- -

fate. . . :
{ As a defense against pernicious
demagoguery, therefore, it might be

-worth scaling the burden. tf proof any "

-proposal should meet according to it§
political attractiveness. For example,
as a general rule a much heavier bur-
den of proof should fall on those urgiug
a tax cut than on those urging a tax in-
crease, with a special, extra burden on
i those urging that taxes be reduced for

5
-4

most of the voters by raising them for-a
few of the voters.

Currently, the counter-rhetorical rule
has special pertinence to the debate
over President Ford's request for in-
creased aid to South Vietnam. Against
the backdrop of intense national weari-
ness with all things unpleasant, the
fight for such aid is bound to be-uphill.
Those crying,«‘Not a penny more!’’ are
guaranteed huzzahs. A lot of those on
Capitol Hill who are busily denouncing
the request quite’genuinely believe that
Congress was right last year in slashing
the administration's request in half
(from $1.4 billion to $700 million), and
quite genuinely believe now that instead
of restoring a part of that cut, it should
be cut further. But this also happens to
be a seductively popular — and rhetori-
cally attractive — position, given the
present state of the national mood.
Therefore, a special burden of proof at-
taches to the aid-cutters, and a special
measure of respect is due the argu-
ments of the aid-increasers.

Two years after the Paris accords
were signed, North Vietham — heav_'lly 3
supplied by its allies — is still pressing :
the war in the South. Two years after
the American withdrawal, the South
Vietnamese — confounding their Ameri-
can critics — are-still defending. them-

"socialism and communism,”

-they- will be heard from, now
and then, in the months to
,,_come, “l
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selves with valor and with skill. They
neither ask nor need American troops,

but they do ask and need arms and eco-

nomic support in order to carry on. To

withhold that support, at this stage,

would be as deliberate and consequen-

tial an act as to withhold insulin from a

diabetic. B

Some critics of continued aid are a:
least honest enough to face this conse-
quence. They shrug off the subjugation
by force of a valiant ally as simply
‘‘putting an end to the Kkilling."”

If, say, Germany were invading
France, it would be simple enough to
make clear the high moral distinction
between ‘‘ending the killing”* by cutting
the French lifeline and thus precipitat-
ing a French collapse, and ending the
killing by giving France the: arms need-
ed to repel the German invasion. The
second would take more time and cost
more lives, but we at [east would
recognize that this was quintessentially
a decision to be made by France, not

+ imposed by the United States. Part of

the psychopathology of the Vietnam
issue is the difficulty of getting this
point across, in the face of a wide-
spread, often incohate yearning to make
the whole traumatic experience of
America’s involvement go away. .

_ Measured against the size of the
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‘federal budget, the present Ford re-:
.quest for $300 million in additional aid is
& pittance. As a percentage pf what the
U.S. has spent in Vietnam, it is minus-
cule. The drive to cut U.S. aid is not an
economy measure, but a political meas-
ure. To a depressing degree, it
represents on the part of many a deep
. desire to punish the South Vietnamese,
to make them suffer because the US
has suffered — and to act out a still-

NEW YORK. TIMES
10 February 1975
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s WASHINGTON — A Communist
rocket, fired with the intent of killing
¢ivilians in the capital of Cambodia,

exploded in a school and slaughtered o

& score of children,
£.Shocking pictures of the bodies of
the children appeared on nightly tele-
- vision news and on front pages, bring-
ing all the horror of war once again
" into the'American living room. .~ -
Had the rocket been supplied by
United States aid, or fired by recipents
of United States aid, the anguished
uproar would have been heard in the
halls of Congress and in every cranny
of the land to “stop the killing” and
“deny the murdering attackers one more
round of ammunition. o
. f’But it was a Communist rocket, fi-
nanced in Peking or Moscow andt
Jaunched by the Khmer Rouge, who are
* {rying to overthrow a non-Communist
overnment. Therefore, after a human-
itarian wince of pain, the reaction here
is muted. We shudder and turn away.
..That is because we are bored with
§putheast Asia’s endless warfare, frus-
trated by our inability to end it once
and for all; a large Congressional group
now seriously proposes to let it end-
by cutting off supplies to our allies so
that they will lose and be quiet.
“’They tell us that our allies are at
fault for the killing that comes with
eir continued resistance to over-
throw; that our word is our bondage,
and the United States is somehow to
Blame for the continuance of warfare, .
since we are unwilling to dictate a
surrender; that our allies are more
€vil than the enemy they are fighting.
‘ That final assertion—that President
Thieu is a “corrupt dictator” unworthy
of our aid—is made by longtime doves
with a vested interest in his downfall,
because they predicted his collapse
the moment we pulled our troops out
;Qf Vietnam. But there he stands, two

3 , R
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‘U.S.Envoy Said to Protest |
. Swedish Criticism on Asia

P

Dispatch of The Times, London
STOCKHOLM, Jan. 30—The
United States Ambassador has

sson,

“smoldering hatred toward everything

connected with the Vietnam war. This is

mean, petty, vindictive and, in a histori-:
cal sense, extremely small-minded and:

short-sighted.

" As a nation; South Vietnam has a
right to life. As a great power, the
United States has a vital interest in
ensuring that the measure of stability
brought by its longest war is not washed

away on a tide of revulsion against the,
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costs of that war. As a compassionate
and principled people, we also have a
profound moral obligation both to the
South Vietnamese and to ourselves. The
weight of responsibility for deliberately
inducing the defeat of a valiant and-
beleaguered ally is not one that this na--

“tion should invite on its conscience,

however it might salve, for a time, the
yearnings of those who wish that history
could be undone, and all unpleasant-

. matter what. N .

The Forelgn’ MLnistry said
Robert Strausz-Hupe, the Am-
bassador, met for 90 minutes
N yesterday - with Sven Ander-

connection with a speech the
Minister delivered Monday. In

) -~ ESSAY
. By William Safire

v

years later, an obstacle to takeover
by North-Vietnam and—worse yet—
a reproof to those who were so certain
he-had no indignous support.
* One basic fact stares us in the face:
There are no South Vietnamese troops
killing anybody in North Vietnam; there
are..over 100,000 .North Vietnamese
troops fighting today in South Viet-
nam, It is still the South that is de-
fending itself from sustained attack
from the North, : .
Forget about that, says a’ weary
Americn did its bit. If the
South Vietnamese cannot defend them-
selves by themselves now, we cannot;
be expected to support them forever.
That goes for the Cambodians as well.
Foolishly, responsible officials in the

mainritue
majority,;

. United States repeat the light-at-the-

end-of-the-tunnel argument; just an-
other year's aid, just a billion or so
more, and we’ll win, That’s misleading,

‘as is President Ford’s desperate prom-

ise to end all aid in three years, no

We should know by now that Com-
munist aggressors, financed and sup-

plied from outside, are prepared to

fight on for decades until they win.
The non-Communist majority in those
countries seems prepared to fight on
just as grimly for just as long, pro-

vided we match the supplies from .

outside. Our allies may be weary, but
they are not bored; shall we now tell
them we are no longer willing to
match the Soviet contribution to their

enemies, and they .should plan for

defeat? .
Moreover, there is the possibility
that we will be embarrassed by the

.

R T s

war,

declined to
the Foreign Minister, in

cremoendliips e

The United States Embassy

informed sources said the Am-
bassador had orally protested
sections of the address that the

ness made to vanish. ]

Sticking With It~

iseverity of the local ‘consequences of
. ~Communist victory. This is that hoary ,
chestnut, the “bloodbath argument™: .
When ‘Nelson Rockefeller raised it re-
cently, he was roundly denounced by

" people who are absolutely certain that

no wholesale executions will follow
Communist victory. Such certainty

i

pENESEY

must be comforting, since it runs con- }

trary to much experience. SN

The reason why the United States
should continue aid to people fighting
Communist take-over is because we
are on the side of human freedom. Not
because we lost 50,000 men in Viet-
nam; or because the Congress author-
ized current aid; or even primarily be-
causé ol support teils the worid that
our word to our allies is at least as
good as ihe Soviet's. .

Why are we so afraid to assert that
what we are doing to help others de-
fend themselves. against Communist-’
sponsored aggression is the right thing
to do? Costly, painful, nerve-cracking,
and when Mr. Thieu jails journalists,
infuriating—but essentially moral.

The measure of our success is not
in making peacs, since the Communists
want victory and not peace, but in.
helping our allies to continue to resist
as long as the pressure is on,

As Senator Jackson begins to waffle -
on Vietnam, just as Senator Percy
finds it expedient to waver in support -
of Israel, we ought to ask ourselves
what kind of a people we are becom-
ing. Do we stand ready to help allies
help themselves, or do we let them
go hang after a certain length of time?

Much more is at stake here , than
the fate of one regime, or the expendi- -
ture of several hundred millions, or
the justification of past positions.
Either America will remain a strong
force against worldwide totalitarian
coercion or she will turn inward and
head downward.

comment but well-

{Stute  Department believed
were one-sided.

Singled out was Mr. Ander-
sson's charge that only the
United States and Saigon were

violating the Paris accords. He

: CIA[SDP77-00432R0001 00350001-8

it Mr. Andersson said President
Ford’s proposal to increase mi-
litary assistance to Saigon and
|Pinom Penh would only add to
‘human suffering and prlong the

referred to violations by thel
other side as “alleged” and did;
not mention the presence of,
North Vietnamese troops in
South Vietnam., .

reportedly protested an outspo-
ken Swedish Government state-
ment strongly criticizing Amer-
ican policies”in South Vietnam:
and Cambodia, . - .. .
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and Confusion |
aigon Defeat

Hesitancy an

“Blamed in S

SAIGON, South Vietnam, Jan.
3i—Diplomats and military
Analysts here have managed to
piece. tagether an account of
the fall three weeks ago of
Phuoc Binh, the first provincial
capital- to be captured by the
‘Communists since their 1972
\spring offensive, despite Gov-
ernment efforts to seal off from
the public and press the sol
.diers who got out alive,
* It appears, according to these

denders fought bravely, many
Tan away; that the South Viet-
namese Air Force, reluctantly,
Icalled in to what it considered
8 hopeless fight, killed many
iGovernment troops with impre-
cise-high-altitude bombing, and
that the North Vietnamese
further refined tactics intended
to lose as few of their own men
as possible. . :
¢+ “It is a'shame to us all-:;a;
only to us, but to any other

‘military man of ‘any rank who!

'had something to do with this

battle,” said an officer who -

:was sent to defend Phuoc Binh.
. Several” South Vietnamese
military-sources paint a similar-
-picture~—one of indecisiveness
and confusion. at the highest
command levels, uncertainty

about whether the North Viet-|

namese intended to 'take Phuoc
Binh or slowly strangle it, bad

information . on the . size and! -

quality of the opposing forces
in the rolling plantation coun-
ftiry around the encircled town.

These sources argue that deci- .

. sions were made with less con-

" By JAMES M. MARKHAM

Special to The New Y_ort ‘Timesn

‘| remained.

experts, that while some de- ul

sideration than is now believed.
_Beginning in mid-December,

- took four Government-held dis-
trict capitals and one base camp
in Phuoc Long Province, which
had never been far from their
complete control. Only the iso-
lated province capital, with a
- garriSon of regional and provin-
cial forces totaling 3,000 men

:The f{first Government rein-
forcements—a battalion of reg-
ar troops and three recon-
naissance companies, or about
800 men~were reportedly sent

when the North Vietnamese
were already within mortar
range of the town, which lies
75 miles north of Saigon near
ghe Cambodian border.

On the first day of the new
year,. the North Vietnamese
chased .a small garrison of
Stieng tribesmen off the top of
Ba Ra Mountain on the south-
eastern edge of the town..

- From this puint on, in the

— ,
SOUTHATETNAM
pay)

Tha New York Times/Feb. 1, 1975

the North Vietnamese -easily|

into Phuoc Binh on Dec, 28,|

{ stroy a tank, they must be fired

opinion of several military ana-
lysts, the battle was lost. The
North - Vietnamese could shell
the town at will, which they be:
gan to do with great accuracy.
Reliance on heavy -artillery
bombardment rather than
ground troops characterized
the North Vietnamese tactics,
as it has in other battles recent-

Civilians—the province capi-
tal had a largely montagnard
population of 26,000—began to
slip out of the town, crossing
-the Daklung Bridge over the
Song Be. So.did many monta-!
gnard militiamen and some reg-
ular soldiers, )

Tanks Move.In

~ 'The first ground attacks came .
on Jan. 3, but the North Viet-
-namese put few troops behind
_their T-54 tanks. Demolition
troops.cleared obstacles for the.
tanks. - .
Many defenders reported ia-
ter that their American-made,
,shoulder-fired rocket launchers
were useless against the tanks,

“southern edge of the town. ~
“We took aim on one of them,
waited, waited until it was well
in good range and then fired,”
said one ‘officer. “Oh, it did not
explode. It did not stop.
“To our amazement, the tur-

‘was  pointing toward our
trenches. Oh God, we sank
down to the bottom of our
-trenches, crawled away like
‘rats, with our mouths open in
amazement.” -

In their analysis of the battle,
Americans believe that the de-
fenders fired the rockets at a
range that was too close; to de-

from 30 feet away, they say.
There is considerable uncer-
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tainty over the number of tanks
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hil h: 13 .
WD o Denetrated thg were Deing heid by battalions

ret was moving, the big gun|.

-heavy casualties- inflicted on
.our own lines by our own air|

some tanks were certainly hit,
one well-placed source said’

that aerial reconnaissance pho-

tos showed no destroyed tanks,

By Jan. 3, the Foreign Minis-
try in Saigon was preparing a
press: conference to.announce

the loss of Phuoc Binh. But the

next day the Government sent
into Phuoc Binh by helicopter
two companies of the élite 81st
Airborne Rangers — - which
fought well around Saigon dur-
ing the 1968 Tet offensive and
at An Loc during the 1972 of-
fensive. :

To their dismay;  the . 200;
rangers found that the situa-
tion on the ground nowhere re-|
sembled the somewhat confi-
dent picture sketched by Col.
Nguyen Thond- Thanh, the
commander of the town, in his
bunker. :

According to one ranger; thy
colonel described various posi-
tions around the town that|

and companies that had in fact
been reduced to handfuls of
men who were looking for a
way to escape. S

Meanwhile, forced "to  alti-
tudes of 10,000 feet or higher,
by intense 57-mm. heavy ma-|

ine-gun fire, ‘Government
fighter-bombers were unable to
provide significant support.
Still they bombed. )

“Never before had I seen such

force,” said one member of the!
81st Rangers. “The hospital
was bombed, three or four mili-
tary doctors were Kkilled and
hundreds of patients were
killed, or wounded for a second
sme, -

R

South Korean Arm

By RICHARD HALLORAN-
- Special to The Kew York Timey
- SEQUL, South Korea Feb. 1
~- The Joyalty of the South
1Korean Army to President;
Park Chung Hee -has begun to|
show cracks™ that jeopardize;
his hold on’ power. ' ’

y’s Loyalty to Park Shows Signs of
Changes Sought [ificials say that Mr. Park's calll________ ——
Cracking

lfor a referendum was partlvi
rere Phe e o motiaied 0 o o £ ey ~
gives him unlimited power for |COUP. Another rcason, they said,; who are of 4 different genera-—
las long as he likes has grown.,\Vas to prevent a student rgvol;.{ tion from Mr. Park and who did
in recent months, with opposi- ‘Both might be stopped by aj not take part in his coup, are
tion politicians, Christians, stu- Strong show of popular support.| isaid to feel no personal loyalty!
dents and intellectuals calling | f)‘;;gg‘zegé%r\ ::;;’;i?;f; Oxfffcrsiiitosthe Pr,emdendt el
. e : i!for changes. n ite conv , stigges some received training in the!
haﬁg {,Z?n s;gé:?[e?é‘dd;s:gnéggf\ Ofme P%esident has called aj that ”Pr?’s:dcnt Park should,f;Umtcd States and were exposed!
radic,  running from open°® de-||National referendum on the| Prepere’ to retire, but_ lea\'c,}gq American views on both pol-;
e v pe {issue — the date has vet to be| OP€n just when. Jn Tokvo re- litics and the role of the mili-;

fiance to private murmurings|; PR ] I f hi Ny p
1 i " -|lannounced — but his critics say! C€Ntly, a former Chief of Na\(al tary, views that differ from.
against the President’s auto g Un, !thosev of President Park.

i ‘ that will settle nothing. So a’ Operation, Adm. Lee Yong , .
gii%ceﬁ;‘ﬂzﬁ t%u;alt(};eigé I(’}E:-,‘i,e confrontation .seems possible f’F'ef‘l)’,C?‘-“Ed fOC the President ' At least one conspiracy’ to
'ermment more than usually sen- ] to resign. Admiral Lee, who, overthrow the -President  has| -
J been uncovered. Lee Tae ll, re-

this spring. ’ ! PO :
* [sitive to any hint of disloyalty|| Since President Park, then a Was imprisoned by Mr. Park in
in the armed forces, -

Whether a coup is planned
is impossible to know as any
plotters must operate in total
secrecy lo avoid detection by
the elaborate apparatus. But
the evidence suggests that the;
army would probably not firej
on Korean civilians in a show-|
down with Mr. Park, . 1

general, came to power as the
leader of a military coup in
1961, the army has remained:

imatically undermined or demol-
ished such governmental insti-
tutions as the Cabinet, the Na-
tional Assembly, the bureauc-
racy and political parties.
Some senior. Government of-

his base of power. He has syste-- )

1961, is the most senior mili-
tary officer to break openly
Mith the President. ’

".The Unhappy- Colonels

VSeveral sources here reported
discontent among the colonels
who graduated from the Korean

i Military Academy, the equiva-|

lent of West Point, in the mid-
nineteen-fifties. These officers,

.tired colonel in command of the
ireserve officer training corps
at Korea University, led an at-
!|tempted coup in April, when
||students were planning demon-
i|strations. Another retired col-;
llonel, Kim Pyong Gi, a class-}
mate of Colonel Lee at the Ko-
irean Military Academy, was ar-
jjrested with him. , 4
1 .

!

H
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™ t.ast’ fail,” 28 young officers}
‘wrote a critical letter to a
Newsweek correspondent here
and asked that it be published,
with their names, an act that]

would surely have resulted inj -

their court-martial. The maga-
zine withheld their names.

At the same time, young of-
ficers reported a riot at one|
base when military policemen|
were called to break up a polit-
ical meeting.

-An army lieutenant recently
took out an advertisement in
the Dong-A Ilbo, a leading
'|newspaper to support it in its
istruggle against Govemment
suppression.

President .Park has - alwavs
‘sought to prevent military com-
manders from plotting against
him by moving them from as-
signment to assignment so hat
they do not build up personal
loyaltfes within any unit.

‘But the Government's ner-:
vousness now is. such -that.
shortly after the President an-
nounced the referendum, senior:
military officers were called in!
to pledge their allegiance. |

When Admiral Lee called -for
Mr. Park’s resignation in Tokyo,
the Korean Government pro-
tested to the Japanese Govern-
ment for permitting him to
speal out.

After securlty agents dlSCOV-
ered the existence of the letter

to Newsweek, "they broke into -

‘the hotel room of one of the’
magazine’s correspondents, Paul.
Brinkley Rogers, and interro-
‘gated him for five hours." He'
did not yield the letter or dis-
close the names of the signers.;

The Government responded
to the Lieutenant’s advertise-
ment in"Dong-A Ilbo by holdmg
and interrogating the paper sl
advertising manager and two
others for four days in an at-
'tempt to find ‘out the officer’s

‘name. They did not know and
were released. .

Christian chaplams in the
army are reportedly under sur-
veillance by security agents
who. fear they may be channels
of communication between ci-
vilian Christians who oppose
Mr. Park and symipathetic ele-
ments in the army.

Antiaircraft batteries in Seoul
have fired in recent months at-
American and South Korean
planes mistakenly flying into
forbidden air space over the
city. The batteries have been-
placed atop tall buildings sup-
posedly to fire at any North:
Korean intruders. But knowl-
edgeable sources here say the
President’s. main concern is a
bombing attack on his- official

residence by-the South Korean .

Air Force.
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‘Tales of Americans Wa%h

-VIEﬁ' Reds Still Crop Up

- But Group Charged Wzth Tracing Men Missing ..

in Achon S_«txll Isn’t Sure Such Defectors Exist

BY GEORGE McARTHUR
’ TlMES STAFF WRITER

SAIGO\I—In a. remote area of.

Quang Ngal province some weeks
ago two Nort.h Vietnamese soldiers

-entered a little hut and asked the -

- woman there for water. They were

_accompanied, so the woman said, by -
. a.white man—a man with lightish

' han* and obviously not a Vietnamese.
The Vietnamese woman was a
]owlander who had been abducted
" some time earlier by the North Viet-
namese in a sweep of her home vil-
Jage. In due course she found her
_way home and subsequently talked
to the South Vxetnamese military au-
“thorities..

She said that the light-haired man’

“who entered the hut with the two

- North Vietnamese soldiers said noth-
“ing. She had asked the soldiers about

him and they had said he was an
_Aincrican who hiad chosen lo stay be-
- hind and "join the valiant struggle® or
_some phrase like that.

She asked if he had done’ any fight-
ing and the North Vietnamese sol-
diers told her no, that the man had
.other duties in the rear. Then they
Jeft.

Was the story true? No one knows.
'The report filtered down to Saigon
and was finally passed on to the
Americans at what is known as the
Joint Casualty’ Resolution  Center
(JCRC).

Headquartered in Thailand but
with a few officers in South Vietnam,

the JCRC is charged with keeping
track of those Americans listed as

' missing in action (MIA). It also gets

reports of possible deserters and any-

one clse who might turn out to be an -

American serviceman. }
There are some 2400 Americans
still listed as either missing in action

“in Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia or

men whose bodies have never been
recovered but who arc known to
“have died.

To the querics that continue to
come in, the commander of the JCRC,
Col. John P. Vollmer, gives the offi-
cial reply: "We have no firm evidence
that any Americans listed as MIA in
Southeast Asia remain alive®

- That is the official reply.

‘Other responsible. American offi-

cials, with access to all kinds of mfor-
mation, some of it pretty far out, will -
say privately that the official reply is
correct if you insist that the evidence .
be.genuinely hard, law:court stuff. If .
you are willing to accept somewhat -
less convincing evidence, these offi- \
cials say, there is plenty of esoteric
and- often second-hand information. .

. that some Americans are "on the oth-

er side" or have simply blended with

the local scene, whatever that mxght
- be.

Privately, some offlcxals believe as i

" many as five Americans may be de-

fectors who for one reason or anoth-

er have chosen—or been forced to

accept—continuing anonymity. ‘
At any fate, the report of the Worde |
an in Quang Ngai was only one of a

-small bul Contiiuing irickie of such -

reports. Such reports have come in :

“off and on -throughout the long " .
- American involvement in South Viet- -;

nam. It is probably useless to place
much value on the rate at which
these reports arise. But for what it is
worth, they seem to have been in-
creasing shght]y in the past few. -
months. §

In the baigcn area there was a re-

port from Long Khanh province a ..

few months back of two blacks,

“wearing nondescript military cloth-’

ing, who stopped a bus and robbed
the passengers. Another version had
them as members of a Viet Cong unit
which stopped the bus. At any rate,
the local police have never been able
to find a first hand witness to the in-
cident.

There was a similar’ report of a
"Caucasian” seen with a North Viet-
namese unit in the Central Highlands.
And there have been renewed re-
ports of a black and a white—re-
ferred to by those who have followed
théir mysterious outcroppings as "salt
and pepper"—also in the central part
of the country. .

There have been other reports of -
the same sort, all "equally woolly," ac-
‘cording to one official.

Since the ill-obscrved Paris cease-
fire agreements were signed two
years ago, the North Vietnamese
have been silent on the subject.

i

LR |
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\ndean Pact Nations

. Split on Key Issuies

N LTy

. v .

. 'LIMA, Fe?)s. 10—The six)
Latin American nations of the|
Andean Pact are expected to
agree on denunciation of the
U.S. foreign trade act and.on
little else in their week long
‘Teeting that begins Tuésday
- in thé Peruvian capital.
'Recommendations on cru-
cial allocations and policy in-
volving petrochemical,. ' ferti-
lizer -and automotive plants
are up for discussion by the-
governing countil, but sources:
closé to recent working ses-.

sions at the staff level say con- -

‘sensus does not appear likely.
“* Colombia, Peru, Chile, Ecua-
_dor- and -Bolivia sigred the

BALTIMORE SUN

By Joanne Omang )
Washington Post Foreign Service .

Cartagena Agreement forming
the Andean group in. 1969 to
work tdward a common. mar-
ket that would counter the
vastly : greater economic:
strength of neighboring Brazil
and Argentina. . Venezuela
joined in 1973. .- R

“The recently enacted U.S.

- tradé bill; which excludes-Ven-!

ezuela. and - Ecuador from'
irade concessions because of
their membership in the Or-

.ganization ‘of Petroleum Ex- i

porting Countries, was viewed
by most Latin governments as
an insult. It contributed to the
cancellation earlier this month
of the foreign ministers’ meet-
ing- with - Secretary of State
Henry A..Kissinger. that had,

13 February 1975

“The Witeh’ builds

By RICHARD O'MARA . .
" Sun Staf Correspondent
Buenos Aires—Ir a recent
wire service report from
Spain, Jose Lopez Rega was
described as “a man with ex-
cessive ambition,” who, though
“hated in Argentina, com-
mands and governs.” -
No newspaper here printed
- Jit. Mr. Lopez Rega may be
hated in Argentina, and is
feared as well. :
President Isabel Peron’s so-
cia] welfare minister and inti-
mate confidanf, he shared the

last- eight years of Juan Per-
on’s 17 years in exile in Spain.
Since General Peron died last
July, Mr. Lopez Rega’s power
in the government of Mrs.
Peron has grown inordinately,
to the dismay and alarm of
many Argentines.
Recently his position within
the government has provoked
much speculation, and he has
been kept busy advertising his
good relations with the armed
forces. i

His purpose was-to scotch
persistent rumors that the mil-
itary is trying to oust him from
his Cabinet post, to detach him
from the side of Mrs. Peron.

This speculation grew most
intense . after Mrs. Peron
moved out of her summer
house at Chapadmalal and

onto a nearby naval base—‘‘for
-protection,” as one observer
put it.

Then Mr. Lopez Rega reap-
peared (he had been missing

j are illustrated by the fact that |

been scheduled for M;"s.rch, ix;i 5

Buene$ Aires. (

The -tone of any denunciation’
of the bill from the Andean
Pact ‘could- indicate the emerg-
ence of a joint policy teward
the new U.S. law, a policy the
Latin nations were unable to
come_up. with in time to-pre-:
sent Kissinger with- a joint1
front. o

The difficulties that the six’
nations | along the Andes
mountain chain have had in

breaking down trade barriers

Bolivia and Chile only re-
sumed diplomatic relations
this past weekend. after 13 ¢
years. ’ 11

B L T,

[ PR

The group has'implemented
1972 metalworking industry]-
agreements that assigned each
country responsibility for pro-
duction of certain amounts of
machinery, tools and parts,
electrial equipment and some
consumer goods. s :
- Decisions allocating produe-
tion along these lines in the
automotive industry are ex-
pected to cause the most fric-
tion this ~ week. Venezuela,
with haif the market for auto-
mobiles and parts, -has made
known its displeasure with
staff recommendations assign-
ing it only a third of regional
production capacity. » -
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for four days), dismissed as
“unfounded those versions over
Cabinet changes and the deter-
ioration of my relations with
the armed forces.”

The rumors subsided.  Mr.
Lopez Rega—‘“El brujo” (the
witch)—was credited with hav-
ing survived another maneuver
against him, ) :

Whether the rumors this
time were founded in fact most
Argentines regard as unimpor-
tant. It is well known that ele-
ments within the ~ Argentine
military want Mr. Lopez Rega
out of the government. They
are buttressed .in this desire by
the Radical party, the coun-
try’s second largest party after
the Peronists, and by certain
sectors of the labor movement.

Yet Mr. Lopez Rega en-
dures, and ne one has been
able to explair satisfactorily
the source of his strength.

The extent of Mr. Lopez
Rega’s influence over Mrs.

Peron, and the nature of it,

in Argentinal

inspires the spiciest conversa-
tions. Some believe he controls
Mrs. Peron the way Svengali
controlled Trilby. Others pre-
fer the comparison to Raspu-
tin, the mystic monk of Russia
who retained the confidence of
the Empress Alexander de-
spite all efforts by her other
advisérs to discredit him.

Mr. Lopez Rega is the spirit-
ual leader of the right wing of
the Peronist movement. He
has been accused (not publ-
icly) of inspiring some of the
right-wing terrorism which has
only recently died down in Ar-
gentina, especially the depre-
dations of the Argentine Anti-
Communist Alliance, a right-
wing death squad.

Suspicions of his invelvement
with such extremists, the gen-
eral unwholesome atmosphere
be lends to the government
and his tendency to accrue|
personal power—these are]
some of the reasons he is
opposed by so many people.
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